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Sec. 1. Wherein it is inquired who are to be underflood by the 
Seed mentioned in the promiſes to Abraham. 


SEC. 11. Containing further arguments in ſupport of the epin- 


ion that the Seed megtioned in the promiſes to Abraham reſpett- | 


ed and comprehended his natural Py: 


Sxc. III. Containipg an inquiry into the nature f the r99- 


enant which God eſtabliſhed with Abraham, and the import 


of its ſeal, 


Sxc. 1v. General reaſons for ſuppoſing that the Covenant of 
Grace contains bleſſings for the ſeed of believe ru. 


SEc. v. Containing more direct evidence that C od's gracious 
Covenant of Promiſe with believers . blefings for their 
children. 


Sec. vi, C ontaining further evidence from the holy ſeriptures 


that the covenant of grace depoſits leigt with 1 parents ſor 


their children. 


SEC. VII. Sewing on what Conditions the believing Parent 
may expect that the Lord will be a Cod to his children. 


Sec. vin. Shewing the relation which baptized Tnfants fland 


jn to the church ; and, the duty of the Church towards tz, 
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INQUIRY, e. 


: SEcTIONfT. 


Wherein it is inquired who are to be underſtood by the Seed 3 
tioned in the promiſes to ABRAHAM. 


Tin promiſes to Abram, after he came into the 
land of Canaan, concerning his ſeed, are thus expreſſed; 


And the Lord appeared unto Abram, and ſaid, unto 


* thy ſeed will I give this land.“ And the Lord ſaid un- 
to Abram, after that Lot was ſeperated from him, Lift 
up now thine eyes, and look from the place where thou 
art, northward, and ſouthward, and eaſtward, and 


s weſtward ; for all the land which thou ſeeſt, to thee 


* will I give it and to thy /eed forever. Afterwards, 
when Abram inquired, © Lord God, what wilt thou give 
*« me, ſeeing I go childleſs —behold to me thou haſt given 
* no feed ;*” the anſwer was, he that ſhall come forth 
out of thine own bowels, ſhall be thine heir. And, he 
brought him forth abroad and faid, Look now toward 
Heaven, and tell the ſtars, if thou be able to number 
them, and he ſaid unto him, ſo ſhall % ſeed be. And 
ge faid unto Abram, know of a ſurety that % /zed ſhall 
* be a ſtranger in a land that is not theirs, and ſhall ſerve - 
them, and they ſhall afflict them four hundred years, 
and afterward they ſhall come out with great ſubſtance. 
* In the ſame day the Lord made a covenant with Abram, 
«© ſaying, Unto thy /zed will I give this land.” þ— This 


brings us unto the ever memorable tranſaction recorded in 


the ſeventeenth of Geneſis, When God had changed the 
name of Abram into that of Mrabam, becauſe he was to 
be the father of many nations. He adds, © And I will 
© make thee exceeding fruitful, and I will make nations 


© of thee j and kings ſhall come out of thee : * 2 
| eſta 


— — 


* Geneſis 12. 7. + Chap. 13, 14, I5. J Geneſis 15. 4, 5, 
133 145 18. \ . 


tu 2 qnt r 
ee eſtabliſh m my covenant between me 1 thee, and thy feed 
« after thee, in their generations, for an everlaſting cove- 
cc nant ; to be a God unto #hee and te thy ſeed after thee, — 
« And I will give unto thee, and to thy ſeed after thee, 
ce the land wherein thou art a ſtranger, all the land of 
« Canaan, for an everlaſting poſſeſſion ; and will be their 
cc God. And God ſaid unto Abrakam, Thou ſhalt keep 


my covenaſit therefore, thou and tliy feed after thee in 


ce their generations. 7% is my covenant which ye, ſhall 


keep, between me and you, and % feed after thee ; eve- 


« ry man- child among you ſhall be circumciſed. And ye 
<< ſhall circumciſe the fleth of your foreſkin, and it ſhall 


«be a token of the covenant betwixt me and you.“! — 


That theſe promiſes reſpe&ed Abraham's. natural ſeed, ap 


pears from the following conſiderations, viz. 


7. To his natural ſeed and that only did God promiſe 
to give the land of Canaan : And, this promiſe is ſeveral 
rimes repeated, It was Abraham's natural ſeed which was 
to be a ſtranger iu a land that was not theirs, and ſerve 
them, and be afflicted four hundred years; and, his natur- 
ol feed which was to come out with great ſubſtan ce. Here 
there can be no diſpute. To no other than his natural ſeed 
did God ever promiſe that good land—no other were to 
be afflicted and oppreſſed by the Fgyptians, and then 
come out from among them with great ſubſtance, There- 
ſore Moſes conſiders the deliverance of the children of 
Iſrael from the Egyptian yoke, and the nations of the land 


of Canaan being driven out before them, as a fulfilment _ 


of the promiſe which God made to Abraham reſpecting 
his ſeed. © Becauſe, (ſays he) the Lord loved thy fa- 
*thers, therefore he choſe their /zed after them, and 
brought thee out in his ſight with his mighty power out 
* of Egypt: to drive out nations from before thee, great- 
«er and mightier than thou art, to bring thee in, to give 
* thee their land, for an inheritance as it is this day.“ + 
Again.“ Only the LORD had a delight in thy fathers 


to love them, and he choſe their ſeed after them, ever 


«.y07 above all people, as it is this day. He is thy 
( 1 praiſe, 


2 


* Geneſis 17. 6—11. + Deut. 4. 37. 38. 
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«« praiſe, He Crs en rn 
great and terrible things which thine eyes have ſeen,”® 


n as reef of 
Abraham to which the promiſes refered. 


— evidence ffots the Wilrers of the 
New-Teſtament that the iſes to Abraham particular - 
ly refpe&ed, and compre „ hie u feed; This is 
inplicd iu what was ſaid. by Zechariae, the father of 
Jdut, under the immediate influence of the holy Ghoſt ; 
« Bleſſed be the Lord God of Ifrael, for he hath inte 
and redeemed his people. And hath raiſed up an horu 
10 2 ſalvation for us, in the houſe of his ſervatte David ; 

©« as he ſpake by the mouth of his Hoty Prophets, which 
© have been ſince the world began. That we ſhould be 
*« ſaved from our enemies, and from the hand of all that 
hate us, To perform the mercy promiſed to our fath- 
„ere, and to remember his holy covenant ; the oath 
« Which be ware to our fathet Abraham, that he would 
«« grant unto us, that we being delivered out of the hands 
of our enemies, might ſerve him without fear. In ho- 
40 lineſs and rightevuſheſs beſore him all the days of our 
« life,” + In the ſame light Peter addreſſeth the Jews, 
in his exhortation to them to repent and be converted; 
ye are the children of the Prophets, and of the cove- 
„ nant which God made with our fathers, ſaying unto 
Abraham, and in thy ſeed ſhall all the kindreds of the 
<< earth be bleſſed. Here it is ohſerveable that the Jews 
are ſaĩd to be the children of the congnant which Cod made with 
their father Abraham that God's railing up Chriſt was the 
performance of ptomiſed merey—that the oath which he 
ſware to Abraham, reſpected thoſe of whom Zecharias 
was then ſpeaking * and, finally, that it contained a pro- 
mile that they, the rat pe ſterity o „ mould be 
delivered out of the h of their encintes, and ſerve God 
without fear, in holineſsprad righteouſneks. If the promi- 
ſes to Abraham, th: t the Lord would bea God to him 
and to his ſeed after him idqcheir generations, implied 
nothing u more than that He 1 be 4 God to Abraham 
who 


Deut. 10. 15, 81. 1 Luke N. 15 3« 35s 
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who was now a beljever, and alſo a God to all others 9 
ſhould ever be believers, it is difficult to ſee how the u., 
more than any other nation, were the children of tlie 


covenant which God made with Abraham; and chow the 


promiſe made to the fathers of that nation implied that they 
thould be delivered from the hand of their enemies, and 
ſerve him in holineſe, more than any other nation. If this, 
and nothing more, were the import of the promiſe, it 

might habe been accompliſhed, in its full extent, if all the 
re ſeed of Abraham had eternally periſhed. 


* the ſeed expreſſed iu the promiſe to Abraham did 


not particularly, and in a diſtinguiſhing ſenſe, mean his 
natural poſterity ; the cath which God ſware to the Fath- 


er of the Jewiſh nation us more implied a promiſe that 


tley ſhould be delivered from the band of their enemies, & 


1 5 God in kolineſs, than that her nations mould enjoy 
ep eee. Nor were the jews any more the children 
e covenant which God made with Abraham, than 
every other nation. No covenant, no promiſe what- 
ever, was ever fultilled in the merey which was thown to 
tue Jewiſh nation, which might not have been atcompliſhi- 
ed in its full extent had that nation been entirely eut off. 
And, it is very clear that, if the promiſe te“ Abraham 7 
I ho a Cod to thee aud t9 ths ed Her the 21 unplied nothing 
more than that the J. ord would be a-God to all who believe, 
without deſignating one more than.another who ſhould br 


© a believer, it wigkt be compleatly fulfilled if none of * 


natural polterity of Abraham arg ever faved. 


. Son of the feaſonings of the Apoſtle, Paul, in 
bis epiſtle to the Romans, ih that the promiſes, to 
Abraham comprehend, and ia am eſpecial manuer, re- 
ſpected his nin, fü, Sperking of his kinſmen accord- 
ing to the fleſh; he ys thut to their * pertain the adop- 


4 tion and th the Try; und the corcnants, and the giv ing 
ef the law, the forvice of Cod, and the promiſes.““ 


Tui term Ae, is nds ably uſed by this Apoſ- 
dle, implies the potion of ther, ./ puri which diflin- 


e ROY ng: 9 25 to jll the gracious promi- 
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enen n hems; 
ſes of the goſpel i in their fulleſt extent. 10 this ſenſe it 1 
twice uſed in the preceding chapter. Addreſſing him 
ſelf to Chriſtians, the Apoſtle ſays, Je have not receiv- 
ed the ſpirit of bondage again to fear ; but ye have 
© received. the ſpirit of adp, whereby we cry, 
Abba, Father.“ And, then repreſents chritfans as 
<<.waiting for the bee, the redemption of their bo- 
dy.“ Again, he ſpeaks of Chriſt's coming to re-, 


deem them that were under the law that they might rer | 


<<, ceive che adoption of ſons. 1 And thir, the Avalile, 
tells us is that to which the ſaints were predeſtinated.$. 


In each of theſe places the terms, both in the original, and 


in the tranf{atior,, are the ſame as in the paſſage under cbn- 


ſideration. Aud, not only pertained to The Ifraelites. | 
the at#opticr, but alſo the ww , the covenants, & the prom fer,” 4 


But, if the promiſes to Abraham in no meaſure aiſtinguith; 
ed his natural poſterity from other nations, and gave 


them no pre- eminence, we ſee not why the glory was theirs,” | 
or pertained to them, more than to others—why theies. 
were the covenants and the promiſes, rather than of thoſe 


of any other nation, The covenant; comprehend the cov- 


enant of circumciſion, and the covenant at mount Sina. 


Therefore, when Stephen the firſt chriſtian martyr, was re- 


proving tlie Jews for their abuſe of diſtinguiſhing me reies, 
he tells chem that God gave to their father Abraham the” 


covenant of cireumcifion.f And, this covenant, without 


queſtion, pertained to the natural ſeed of Abraham ; as 
did, alfo, the promiſes, And, if the covenant of circumci-. 


Gow belonged, or pertained, to the natural feed of Abra: 
ham, the promiſes of this covenant, or of the covenant, of 


which this was a eu, "alſo, were thejrs, or pertained to 
nr | E 


Bur, if the 1 which God made to unh 


relative to himſelf and his ſeed, in the covenant which he 


eſtabliſhed with him at the time when circumciſion Was 


inſtituted, implied nothing more, than that Abraham 

fſpould have a ſpiritual ſced -t hat there ſhould be believers a- 

wg men and, that the Lord would be a God to all wed 
how 


* Rom, 8, IS, 23. + Calas. 4. 5. \ Epbeſe. 1. 5. $445 7.8, 


* 


| 
| 
| 


L 18 ] 
ſhould believe, of ** nation; the adoption no more be · 
longed to the natural ſeed of Abratfam, than it did to auy, 
or every, other nation: Nor did the covenants, or or the 


| prozuuſes, any more pertain tp them, 


Nor only doth the Apoſtle diſtinguiſn the Wrackites as 
the people to whom the covenants and the promifes did 
pertain, but the Genti/es as thoſe to whom they did zot per · 
tain. Thus, in bis addreſs to the Epheſians, he ſays, 
that at the time ge were without Chriſt, being aliens 
* from the common-wealth of Iſrael, and firangers from 
the covenants of promiſe, having no hope, and -with- 
* out God in the world.” * Strangers from the covenants of 
promiſe cannot here mean merely that they bad not heard of 
them, but that they, at that time, were not comprehended 
in them as the Iſraelites were, T hus maniteſtly doth the 
Apoſtle mark the diſtinction, on both ſides, in the rela- 
tion which the covenant with Abraham, and the promi- 
ſes of it, had ta his natural ſeed, and to other nations. 
Here, then, it is apprehended, we have ſufficient author- 
ity for believing that the promiſes to Abraham econcern= 
mg bis /ed,. had a en relation to his e 22 | 
c . 


J. Taz Apoſtle Paul attends antivelertvon the 5 
jection which might be thought to ariſe againſt the truth 
of God, and his faithfulneſs to his, promiſes, from hls ro- 
jection of the Jewiſh nation. This objection i is ſtated is 
different places, and in different terms, in his epiſtle to 
the Romans, * What advantage, then, hath the Jews ? 
Vor, what profit is there of xircymeiſfion ?”+ © I fay 
„ then, Hath God caſt away his people — God hath not 
«caſt away his people which he foreknew.“ ] Theſe are 
objections ariſing from God's caſting off the Jews, to 
which the Apoſtle ſaw it neceffary particularly to at- 
tend, and which he takes great care to remove. The ob- 
jection itſelf ſuppoleth that the promiſes had a particular 
relation to the natural poſterity of Abraham ; otherwiſe, 
the rejection of the Jews would not have furniſhed a plau- 


— —— 


„ Fpheſi. 2. 13. '+ Kam. 3. 1. Kom. 11. I, 2. 


(13 J. 
ſible ground for it. The Iſraelites are ſpoken of as @ peg» 
ple whom God forckzew, and to whom pertained the adop» 
tion, the covenants, and the promiſes. The word here 
rendered forcknew, in relation to Iſrael, is the fame which 
the Apoſtle makes uſe of in relation to the eletf—tho/c whe 
ſhall finally be fem, where he faith, © For whom be did 


e forekntw, he alſo did Predeſtinate to be conformed to 
«« the image of his ſon. Had it been that God had not 
forekrown that pegple ; and, that his promiſe to Abraham 
to ben God to him, and to his ſeed after him, in their 
generations, had no particular, diſtinguiſhing reſpect to 
his natural poſterity ; their being caſt off would have had no 
more appearance of making the faith, or faithfulveſi, of 


God, of none ect, than the rejection of any other nation. 


And, were this, in fact, the caſe, the Apoſtle need only 
have ſaid that when the Lord promiſed to be a God to A- 
braham and to his ſeed after him, nothing more was meant 
than that he would be a God to a/! who ſhould beljeve, wich- 
out determining whether any of his natural offspring 
ſhould ever be helieyers, or not; or, whether Abraham's 
ſeed were not to be collected wholly from among the Gen- 
tiles, This would have been ſaying that the ſeed mention - 
ed in the promiſe meant only a ſpiritual /[ced---Chrilt, and 
all believers, which compoſe his myſtical body. Such an 
anſwer might, at qnce, filence every cavil, and remove 


every doubt. But, had this heen the true and proper an- 


fwer, we can hardly ſuppoſe that the Apoſtle, in ſtating 
the objection, would have made uſe af terms which might 
give ir too great a degree af ſtrength and weight, to have 
it ſo eaſily removed. He would hardly have, ſpoken of 
the Iſraelites as being the people whom God.foretaew, aud 
to whom pertained the adoption, the covenants, and the pro- 
miſer, Accordingly, he takes a very different way from 


this to remove the ohjection; and, gives an anſwer which 


ſuppoſeth that the promiſe had indeed a particular reſpect 
to the natural ſeed of the father of the faithful. To this 
anſwer we may now attend. | 


Hs tells us that God hath not caſt away his people 
whom he forcinew ; for, he, himſelf, is an Iraelite, — 
| * Rom. 8. 29. 
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Wed of Abraham—that he would not * the Gentile 
brethren ignorant of this myſtery—that | blindneſs in part 
78 happened to 1/rael, until the fulneſs of the Gentiles be 
come in: And fo all Jae! ſhall be ſaved“ that if {or 


did not believe, their unbelief doth not make the faith, or 


faithfulneſs , of God to his promiſes, without effect.. 
That notwithitanding the unbelief of /sme, God's promiſe 
was made good; and, the time would come when 4 
tfracl, (whoſe 1 rejection furniſhed the objection,) 
would be ſave But, had it been that the promiſe to 
Abraham implied nothing more than that there ſhould be 
belicoers # the world, and that all believers ſhould be ſaved ; 
the faith, or faithfulneſs of God, could never have been 


called in Finn » Though, noe If the natural poſterity of 


Abraham had ever believed, and zone of Iſtae ] had beer: ſave. 


ed. The Apoſtle tells us, further, as an evidence that 
the word of God had not been without effect, that © they 
« are not all Iſrael which are of Iſrael: Neither becauſe 
« they are the ſeed of Abraham, are they all children : 
But in'Ifaac ſhall thy ſeed be called. That is, they 
4% which are the children of the fleſh, theſe are not the, 
children of God: Bat che children of the romiſe are 
% counted for the ſeed. For this i is the £5. y of promiſe, 
ce at this time will I come, and Sara ſhall haye a ſon,” 
Keeping in mind the objection to which this paſſage is a 
reply, may be of advantage in aſſiſting us rightly to un- 
derſtand it. It is cafy to leg that the term /ced,. in the 
promiſes to Abraham, was to be underſtood. in difterent 
ſenſes. It is equally clear that the promiſe to Abrabam 
did not imply that the Lord would be a God to the ſeed of 
Abraham upon the ſimple conſideration of their being his 
natural offepring „ neither becauſe they are the ſeed of 
Abraham, are they all children: but in Iſaac ſhall thy 
ſed be called.” The Apoſtle proceeds to explain the dif+ 
cerent ſeuſes in which the term ſeed, in the promiſes to 
Abraham, is to be underſtoock; and tells us that the pure 
port of his preceding obſery ation is this? viz. © They 


«« which are the children of the eh, theſe are not the 

children 
* Renant 11. 1, 2, 25, 26. + Romans 3. 3. Romans 9. 
6—9. - 
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te children of God; but the children of the promi/e are 
*« counted for the ſeed.” The import of this reaſonigg 
is, that the promiſe did not imply that the Lord would 
be a God to the ſeed of Abraham merely becauſe they 
were his tural 'offprins ; but, over and above this, they 
muſt be the chilaren of promiſe. This the Apoltle illutrates 
und proves by the promiſe of God to Abraham that, by 
Sara he ſhould have a ſon, in whom his ſced ſhould be call- 
ed, When the Apoſtle here ſpeaks of the children of the pro- 
miſe uh. ch are counted for the ſeed, we mult underſtand, ci- 
ther z promiſe that there ſhould be helievers, in all | ages of toe 
worid, who /hould be counted, te the father of the faithful, for 4 
ſeed ; and, to all ſuch the Lord would be a Code Or, that 
Abraham / puuld have ſuch a ſeed as this in hit own natural. pefe 
terity. It is, on all hands, conceded that there is no 
promiſe that the Lord, will be a God to any but beleoert, 
The only queſtion ſeems to be, whether the promiſes. to 
Abraham deſignated his ral poſterity as the perſons to 
whom the Lord would be a God; and who, therefore, 
ſhauld be /e/zevers, To regulate our judgment in this caſe, 
the following conſiderations are to be kept iu view, viz. 
. Tur Apoftle is anſwering an objection. to the 
truth of God, and his faithfulneſs to his promiſe, which 
naturally aroſe from the rejection of the Jewiſh nat on 
the nation to which pertained the adoption, the glory, the 
code nants, and the promiſes, The objection ſuppoſeth - 
tain premiſes ; the premiſes are certain promiſes of God 
which ſeem to be contravened by the rejection of the I- 
raclites. In his anſwer, the Apoſtle admits the premiſes 
out of which the objection ariſeth, This is evident from 
his ſpeaking of this people as thoſe to whom the promiſes 
pertained. Had it been that the promiſes did not pertain 
tif the naturat poſterity of Abraham, aud in an eſpecial 
and particular manner relate to them, the Apoſtle would 
have denied the premiſes out of which the objection aroſe x 
And, then the cor ſegnence, which is, that the word, or pro- 
miſe, of God had been without effef?, would of itſelf have-fall- 
en to the ground. But, inſtead of this, the premiſes are 
admitted, but the copc/zfion denied, 


2. Hap it been that the promiſes to Abraham _ 5 
* 


n 

Lord would be a Cod to him, and to his ſeed after him in their genes 
rations, implied no more than that He would be a Cod to all; 
in general, of whatever nation, who ſhould be believers; the 
Apoſtle might, with the utmoſt propriety, have denied 
the premiſes on which the objection was grounded. For, 
on this hypotheſis, the rejection bf the [/achtes gives no 
more colour for objecting to the veracity of the promiſe, 
than the rejection of any other nation. 


Kztrinc in view, therefore, that, in the anſwer 
which the Apoſtle gives to the objection under conſidera- 
tion, he admits the principle, upon which it is founded; we 
mall be better enabled to underſtand the true ſpirit and 


meaning of his anſwer. 


Os thit principle the anfwet appears to be this, viz. 
There is a double reſpect in which Abraham's poſterity 


may be conſidered as his /ced : The firſt is, by being chil- 


dren of the fieſh ; the ſecond, by being children of the pra- 
mit. Their being children of the fe/þ did not mark them 
as the feed to whom the Lord would be a God; but, their 
being children of the promiſe, did. We are ſtill to keep 
in mind that the Apoſtle is ſpeaking of the natural poſterity 
of Abraham-—7hat 1/rae/ which the objection under confid- 
eration reſpected. Accordingly, he takes one who was 
Abraham's ſeed ter the fleſh, as well as a child of promiſe, 
Iſaac, as an example by which to illuſtrate his argument, 
and ſhow that the Iſraelites maſt be the children of the pro- 
miſe, as well as of the ſeſh, in order to be that ſeed to 
which the Lord wauld bea God. 


Snob it be urged that, when the Apoſtle faith, 
neither becauſe they are the ſeed of Abraham, are they 
all children: but in Ifaac ſhall thy ſeed be called; his 
meaning is, that the promiſe to Abraham gave aſſurance 
of nothing more than that a// believers ſhould be reckoned 
to him for a ſeed, and be the children of God; this would 
be to ſuppoſe that the Apoltle admitted that the promiſes 
never did reſpe@ the natural poſterity of Abraham, any 
more than other nations. And, had this, in fact, been 
the caſe, the rejection of the -achiter could not _ — 

r 


— 
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Wes leaſt colourable ground for the objectiod that 
the word of God had taker no effet. But, on the other hand, 
it is admitted that the [ae/ites were the people to whom 
the adoption, the glory, the covenants, and the promiſes di 
pertain ; and, infiſted thi; netwithſtanding, that the wo 
of God has not been without effect, nor the faith of God 
failed; The way in which the Apoſtle vindicates the 
faithfulnes of God. to his promiſe, is not by urging that 
it reſyected believers indiſcrimiuately; but, that it reſpect 
a particidar deſcription of the natural ſeed of Abraham. 
Therefore was it pertinent for him to adduce an inſtance 
of the aa, ſeed of Abraham, who, 40% wy a feed (9 prov 
miſe and ſo 4 child of Cod. | i 
' Upon the principle »/ that the i to Abra- 
ham reſpected his vat ural ſeed, was it neceſſary for the 
Apoſtle to labour ſo abundantly to prove that Cod had not 
caſt away his people which he forehnew. And, on this princi- 
ple only could he, with propriety, conſider the 
covenant with Abraham, the good olive-tree into which 
Gentiles were graffed, as being their (the Iſraclites,) own 
olive tres. The covenant of grace, or the gracious cov 
nant which God eſtabliſhed with Abraham when he promi- 
ſed to be a God to him and his ſeed, is undoubtedly what 
is here meant by the good alive-tret, This was the cov- 
enant of peace ; the o{ive being a known ſymbol of peace. 
Speaking of the Iſraelites, Cod's people whom he ſoretneu, the 
Apoſtle ſays it was their own olive-tree, This is the olive - 
tree into which Gentile believers ate graffed. From 
hence it is that the Apoſtle infers that all Mal, in due 
time, ſhall be faved, 


NoTHING is more manifell than that the Iſrael here 
| ſpoken of, is not, as ſome bave explained it, the whole 
church of God made up of Jews and Gentiles ; but, the 
natural feed of Abraham. It is that Ifract to which blind< 
neſs in part had happened, until the fulneſs of the Gen- 


tiles ſhould come in th [/rael which was broken off from 


tlie good olive into which the Gentiles are graffed—that 
C Iſrae! 
* Rom. 11. 24. 
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| {/rael which is to be ſaved, When the fulneſs of the Gen- 
j tiles ſhall have come in. Therefore, in proof that allthis 
| Iſra'l ſhall be ſaved, the Apoſtle quotes the ancient pro- 
q pkecy, “ There ſhall come out of Sion the deliverer, and 

2 mall turn away ungodlineſs from Facob,” Reſpectin " 

this Iſrael, he reaſons thus. As concerning the goſpel, 
1 they are enemies for your ſake : But, as touching the 
a 4 " election, they are beloved for the fathers' ſakes. For, 
1 © the gifts and calling of God, are without repentance.” * 
| The Apoſtle manifeſtly derives the evidence that @//this 
1 Zjracl ſhall be faved, from the ancient promifes made to the 
1831 fathers of the Jewiſh nation. Theſe Ifractit es were beloved 
' 0 4 for the fake of their fathers, Abraham, Iſaac, & Jacob. To 
i Ge | theſe ancient Patriarchs were the promiſes made of falvati- 
on to them, & to their ſeed after them with them God 
eſtabliſhed his gracious covenant of promiſe, To the cove- 
nant made with them, and to the gracious'promiſes {ſo re- 
peatedly made & renewed to them, doth the Apoſtle refer 
| when he ſaich, the gifts & calling of God are without re; 
| „ pentance.”” God will never change from his gracious 
| purpoſes and promiſe refpeting- the feed 'of Abraham, 
Iſaac, Ke. From the unchangeableneſs of God's gracious 
purpoſes, ſignified in the promiſes made to theſe pious 
* Fathers of the Ifraelites, it is that the Apoſtle infers the 
| certainty that all Iſraeb all be ſaved, For the ſake of 
SH the father is is that they are beloved, and divine gracious 
pur poſes ſtill entertained toward them. 


1 WHEN it can be made to appear that thofe gracious 
promiſes of that covenant Which was ſealed with circum- 
cilion had no particular and diſtinguiſhing relation to the 
natural ſeed of the father of the faithful.; then may it, alto, 
with equal elearneſs, be made to appear that when it is 
ſaid that , Iſtac flialb be ſaved, the chi only are deſigned, . 
without an; diſtinction of one nation from artother, Nor, 
| will it be leſs difficultits prove that all the Apoſtle's argu- 
1 ments by which, as it has generally been ſuppoſed, he ur- 
| | geth the certainty of the future converſion and ſalvation 
' of the Jewiſh nation ; axe to be taken in a figurative ſenſe, 
and applicd to a ſpiritual Iſrael, believers, of whatever nation : 
than to prove that the ſecd expreſied in the promiſes to 
* Rom. 11. 26, 28, 29. Abrallama, 
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Abraham , meant a ſpiritual ſeed, without any WR 
and diſtinguiſhing relation to his ratura/ poſterity. | 


Ił bs difficult to read the promiſes made to Abra- 
ham concerning his feed at the time. when circumciſion 
was inſtituted, in ſach a manner as not to % inguiſh his 
natural poſterity, nor imply any e/pecia/ reſpect to them. 
To ſuppoſe that theſe promiſes reſpected hei ind iſcri m- 
ately, they muſt be read thus: 1 will éſtakdiſh my cov- 
enant between me and-thee, and 4 belicuert after thee 
ein their generations, for an everlaſting covenant; to 
* bea God unto thee and unto a// believers after thes.— 

«© And, I will give unto thee, and to 4 b:lievers after 
* thee, the land in which thou art a ſtranger, all th- 
« land of Canaan, for an everlaſting paſſeſſion; and 1 wilt 


ff be their God.“ Yet it is evident that the n of Canada 


was never promiſed to all belirvers 5 nor, will ever be giv- 
en them. None will urge that thi 1414 was ever promiſ- 


ed to any other than to the natural ſced of Abraham. But 


the promiſe that the Lord will be a Cod, as much pertains 


to thoſe to whom the Land of Canaam was to be given, as 
to believert. And, I will give unto thee, and to thy 


s ſeed after thee, the land wherein thou art a ſtranger, 


« all the land of Canaan, for an everlaſting poſleſſion.; nd 
« I will be their Cod. | b-.4 


THERE appears no authority for giving the term /+24 
a different meaning ix one part of the promiſe, from what 
it will admit in arother.. There is the ſame ground for 
ſuppoling that the promiſe reſpected oy a ſpiritual fred, in 
one part of it, as in the other. But, that 5» ever; part of 
it, one as much as another, it refpe&ted Abraham's ga- 
tural ſeed, is manifeſtly implied in the objection to God's 
truth and faithfulneſs Which aroſe from his rejecting the 
Iraciites, his people which he ſure tus. Every thing that was 
{aid to Abraham concerniag his feet, from the time he 


was called to quit his country, every promiſe made to him 


reſpected his au e. Ihe hrt ume we bnd any men- 
tion made of his ſeed, Won foon aner he came into the 
land of Canaan. © And ti Lord appeared uma Abr:- 
9 ham, and ſaid, Unto th ſeed wil FIRE E thr; lan. “ Non 
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can imagine that his natural ſeed were not here intended, 

The ſame promiſe is repeated, in the next chapter, with 
this enlargement, And, I will make thy ſeed as the duſt 


©, m4 of the earth.” This promiſe the Apoſtle applies to the 
#4 zatural fc. Speaking of the faith of Abraham and 


Sara, he ſays, © Therefore ſprang there even of one, and 
him as good as dead, ſo many as the ſtars of the ſy i in 
40 multitude, and as the ſand which is by the ſea-ſhore, in- 
*© numerable.”* The next repetition of the divine pro- 
wiſe was in anſwer to Abraham's inquiry, Lord God, 

what wilt thou give me, ſeeing 1 go ' childleſs ?” —_— 

c« And, behold, the word of the Lord came unto him ſay- 
cc ing—he that ſhall come forth ont of thine “ bowels ſhall 
{© be thine heir; unto thy ſeed have I given this land.” 
&c. f Nothing is yet ſaid of any, but the natural ſeed of 


Abraham. The next repetition of the promiſe to Abra; 


ham, concerning his feed, was at the time that circumci- 
tion was inſtituted. There the Lord promiſed to be a 
God to Abraham and to his ſeed after him in their gene- 
rations—to give unto them the land of Canaan, and to be 


their God : And, as a tokep of the covenant entered in- 


to with Abraham, and the promiſe made to him concern- 

iog his /ced, he directed Abraham to circumciſe himſelf 
and his male-offspring, his ſeed. We find nothing here 
which gives us the leaſt reaſon to ſuppoſe that ay other 
ſeed than the natural is, at all, ſpoken of——nothing to lead 
«s to imagine that the term ſeed, though meaning the »a- 
tural pefterty, in the preceding promiſes, yet entirely lo- 
{th its ſenie in the promiſe which was made when circum- 
cifion was inſtituted 5 & there having no more relation to 
the naturai offipring of Abraham, than to any other family, 
or nation. Had the Apoſtle ſuppoſed that there was ſuch 
a remarkable change of ſenſe, in the application of the 


term /e:s, as it is made ule of in the ſeveral” promiſes to 


Abraham; we can hardly ſuppoſe that he would have ta- 


ken ſo much pains, and adopted ſuch a mode of reaſoning 


as he did, to refute the objection which ſeemed to ariſe 
<gainſt the veracity of God, and his faithfulneſs to his 
promiſes, from his rejection of the Jews. 1 
| | | | UT 


. ® Hb. 11. 12. + Geneſe, 15. 4. 18, 
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Bor, it is ſuppoſed, by ſome, that the Apoſtle, in 
Ks epiſtle to the Galatians, gives an entirely new and 
afferent turn to the argument; and, uſeth the term ſeed, 
in relation to the promiſes made to Abraham, in a ſerif 
which is ud more applicable to the natyrg/ poſterity of the 
father of the faithful, than to any dther nation. And, 
conſequently, that the promiſe which the Lord made to 
Abraham that he would be à God to him and to 5 /eed af- 
ter him i their generations, had no more relation to his 
natural d:ſzendants, than to any of the — nations. 
This hypotheſis needs careful examination. 


Bur before we enter upon a particular inquiry into 
the meaning of the Apoſtle's argunent in the third 
chapter of his epiſtle to the Galatians, it will not be im- 


proper to premiſe the follow ing things, viz. 


1. TuERE is nbrking yet ſaid concerning any other 
natjon beſides his natural poſterity, in any of the promiſes to 
\ Abraham and his feed. After Abraham had exprefled his 
readineſs to offer up Iſaac for a burnt-offering, in obedi- 
ence to the divine command, God promiſed rg. in his 
ſeed c All the nations of the earth ſhould be bl. Here 
was an intimation to Abraham, that Chriſt hould become 
a ſacrifice fer the ſins of the world; and, that the blefl: 
ings of his atonement ſhould extend to all nations. But, 
betore this, the promiſes to Abraham re/petfing bis ſeed, 
gave no intimation of bleſſings to be conferred upon any 
other nation. 


2. Hap the ſpirit and import of the promiſes to 5 Ul 
ham been no more than that the time ſhonld come when 
all the nations of the earth ſhould be bleſſed in Chriſt, 
and all believers, in every age, ſhould be reckoned to 
Abraham for a ſeed ; theſe promiſes might receive their 
full and compleat accomplithment, even though the a- 
tural ſced of Abraham ſhould be extinct, and the nation be 
utterly blotted out from under heaven. 


a it ſhould be ſuppoſed that the promiſes to Abra- 
ham 


* Geneſis 22. 18. 
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vum rhat the Lord would de a Cod to him, CNTR hi ford Siet 
lim, implied only that there /hould be a ſucceſſion of believers 
through all ages; and, that the Lord would be a God to 
all of that charatter ; the promiſe might have been fully ac- 


compliſhed, if u one 7 4 Abraham's natural en wer. 
1 


WIE the mit to de RO Wb of, 


| e the rejection of the Iſratlites, as has been be · 8 


fore obſerved, could not afford the le 1888 fer im- 
Peaching the faithfulneſs of God. 


Tust conſiderations would naturally lead us to ſup- 
poſe that the Apoſtle, in his argument to the Galatian 
Chriſtians, does not mean to conſider the promiſes to Abra- 


ham in ſuch a light as n leade his natural /ced to be ex- 
cluded from the bleſſings contained in them. 


1 4 


| In order to underſtand this n we are to ob- 
re, 8 


1. Tn the ApoRlle! s primary ark great object is to 
prove that ſinners of mankind, be they,, either Jews, or 
Gentiles, are juſtitied by faith, and net by the works of the 
lau; therefore, he ſaitk, Even as Abraham 6b-/ieved God, 
and it was accounted to him for righteouſneſs.” + Abra- 
ham, himſelf, in whom all nations were to be bleſſed, be- 
came entitled to the inheritance, the hjefſiugs which God 
| Lys up for his people, by faith; for, God gave it him, 
not by lau, but by promiſe.* And, it is through Chriſt 
that, both Abraham and all other believers, be they, either 


Jews, or Gentiles, receive the inheritance of the Wetangs 
contained in the promiſes. 


2. Wu the Apoſtle fays, © Now to Abraham and 
© lus ſeed were the promiſes made, He ſaith not, and tg. 
= ſeess, as of many; but as of one, and to thy ſeed, which 
« 38 Ghriſt,”'y he cannot mean that there were no pro- 
miles that the Lord would be a God to any but this i- 
vidual feed, Chriſt. None will underſtand the Apoſtle 

: here 


. 


+ Ck. 3. * * der. 18. 5 vere 16. 


FO to explain the Me in KL 2 light as to. exchude 
all but the Jingle ee Chriſt from the e bleſſings contain- 


ed in them. Trhe import can be no more than this, that 
none can inherit the bleſſings contained in the promiſes, 


otherwiſe than by Chriſt, and by being ſo united to Chriſt, 


who is himſelſ the ſeed of Abraham, that they, alſo, may 
de conſidered as Abraham's . Ferefors, he ſaich, 


Af ye be Chrif's, then are” i eee * 


N pochs xe. ht heats Situ * 


3. Cynisr Dake babe othe Word-- dhe 12 . al 
things; and believers, joint-heirs with him. But, the 
promiſe, was to Abraham and his ſoed, not to th "Jred with 
which iy of the lau, hut to that alſo which is of the faith of 
of Aoraham,\ that they ſhould be heirs of the world : And, 
they become heirs by faith. Chriſt himſelf, is the nature 
ſce of Abraham; by union to him abr faith, Gentiles ber 
come the ſeed of Abraham. . 


a"? 


4 Wut we conſider tþ2 e. cafes 77 the Bt; 


Wy we find very little that ſuggeſts the idea r hiv bal; 5 8 


a2 type of Chriſt. There are certain things in the hiſtory 
the li ife of. I/aac which evidently 'extiibit Him as a fx of 
the ſuffering) Saviour. Thus; his being offered as i burnt- 


offering. But, the Apoſtle, in the ſame epiſtle in which. 
he ſpeaks of Chriſt as the ſeed to whom the promiſes were 
made, conſiders the birth of Iſaae, the feed of promiſe, 
as being an allegorical repreſentation,” or a figure, -not 
of Chriſt, but of the true church, all believers. Thus he 
ſaith, “ For it is written, that Abraham had two ſons; 
© the one by à bond-maid, the other by a free woman. 
% But he who was of the bond woman, was born after 
the fleſh; but he of the free woman was by pro. miſe'— 
Which things are an aHegory ; for theſe are the two cov- 
« enauts; the one-from the mount Sai, Which gendereth 
to bondage, which is Agar. But we, brethren, as lac 
« was, are the children of promiſe.” } Here ſeri 1s re- 
3 not as a 1 of Chi = but ef the true church, 

* $22 Is believers, 


# ver 29. + Rom. 8. "7: | $ Rom. 4. 13, 16. Cad. 4. 
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ſin, alive, in anſwer to the faith of parents : And, 


4 44 . At of 1 27 +354 
rer „eo are born, not, of the ge 1/aac; though 
Port Pe f e e was yet a ſeed of promiſe, - 
& fruit of fach. In this light are we taught to view the 
matter where it is ſaid of Abraham, Who againſt bope 
es believed in hope, that he might be the father of many 
« nations ; according to that which was ſpoken, ſo hall 
« thy ſeed be. And being not weak in faith, he conſider- 
«ed not his'own body now dead, when he vas about an 
« hundred years old, neither yet the deadneſs of Sara's 
s mb.“ Therefote the Apoſtle again ſaith, © Thro' 
«c faith, alſo, Sara herſelf received ſtrength to conceive 
«feed, & was delivered of a child when ſhe was paſt age, 
N becauſe ſhe judged him faithful who had promiſed. 4,4 


Hex Abraham was taught that his children muſt be 
the children of promiſe, and. of faith, in order to be that ſeed 
who were to heir the bleſſings promiſed to Abraham. By 
the birth of Iſaac, at that advanced period of the life 
of his parents, the father of the faithful was taught that 
He who could produce ſeed from her who was as good as 
dead, in — Hb to her faith, can make children, born in 


ſo, 
that there was a way in which Abraham might 1 6 


/pirittal father to his natural offspring. Thus was, Abra- 
ham, by lis fich, the father of all believers, © before 
him whom he believed, even God, who quickeneth the 


« dead, and calleth thoſe things which be not, as though 
« they were. | 


Hxxcx it appears that the miraculous conception and 
birth of Iſaac, was not ſo particularly typical of Criſt, as 


of a ſpiritual ſeed, believerr———This is efpecially evident 


from the Apoſtle's ſpeaking of Chriſtians being, «s Tſaac 
was, the children of promiſe. But when Paul ſaith, © but 


«© the children of the promiſe are counted for the ſeed, 5 
his object is not to prove that the promiſes to Haß am and 
his ſeed might be fulfilled by the calling and converſion of 
the Gentiles ; but, that the procaiſes „ though they reſpect- 


ed 
® Rom. 4. 8, 19. + Heb. 11 11. 11. { 1.4 4. 16, 1. 
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of wor} wag” . Ls Þ 51 152441 k þ 71 
ed the natural ied of the father of the faithful, fuppoſsd 
alſo, that this natural ſeed; muſt be a ſeed f promiſes 
faith. Had the Apoſtle conſidered the promiſes to Abra- 
ham reſpe&ing his ſeed us meaning Chriſt and all believ- 
ers indiſcriminately without any particular regard to hit natur- 


al of ipring, he muſt have admitted hat, on ſappoithoni | 
e adoption, the covenants and the promiſes belonged to 


the IHiuclites, the word of God had not taken effect; but, 
that the rejection of that people had furniſtied an objeQi- 

on ta the truth and faithfulneſs of God, Which is, "either 
inſuperable, or muſt be anfwered in à very different way | 
from that in which the Apoſtle, in fact; anſwers itt. 


tion is, any where, put upon the term ſeed by the Apoſtle, 
which, by any means, implies that the promiſes to Abra- 
ham, and particularly at the time ef the inſtitution of 
circumciſion, did not reſpect his natural ſeed, Suppoling it 
to be admitted, which is unqueſtionably true, that the 
promiſes, in their true ſpirit, implied that none ſhould be 
heirg of eternal good but through Chriſt, and by virtue of their 


union to him ; it doth not, at all, from thence follow that 


the promiſes, in their utmoſt extent, did not particularly 
reſpect the natural ſeed of Abraham. To ſuppoſe that the 
promiſes implied no more than that 4 who believed in Chriſt 
ſhould inherit everlaſting good, would give them ſuch 4 
conſtruction as would leave the promiſe, the truth and 
faithfulneſs of God, unimpeachable, had every individual 


of the human race, from that time forward, periſhed :;— 


For, all will ſec that fuch a general conſtruction of the pro- 


miſe might, nevertheleſs, leave it uncertain whether 


there ever ſhould be any believers. But if the promiſes 
implied that there ſhud be believers, it is preſumed that it 
will readily be admitted that they gave as much certainty 
that th ſhould be of the natural poſterity of 'Abrabam, as 
of other nations. And, confequently, that the Apoſtle's 
aſſertion, in the connection in which it is to be taken, 
that the ſeed meant Chriſt, affords no objection to that 
conſtruction of the promiſe to Abraham and his ſeed, which 
implies the ſame bleſſings 0 his natura poſterity as were ac- 
tually confered on vin. ; 


D Ir 
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F Ir hence appears that the conſtruction which the in- 
ſpined writer puts upon the term hd, in the paflage 
above alluded to, in the epiſtle to the Galatians, affords 
ag reaſonable objection to the doctrine of Infant Baptifn. 
For, if the covenant of prumiſe reſpected the natital ſeed 
of Abraham; it may equally reſpec the natural; ſced of 
all belierers. And, if the ſeat of this covenant of pro- 
miſe, .c/rcumſior, might with propriety be ſet upon the 
natural feed of Abraham, notwithſtanding the relation 
the promiſe had to Chriſf and believers; the goſpel feal 
of the ſame coyenant of promiſe, laptiſin, may with equal 
propriety. be ſet on. the fufant · ſeed of believers, however 
manifeſt, jt be that none but a ſpiritual ſeed, a ſeed of pro- 
miſe and of faith, ſhall ever finally inherit the bleſſings of 
TC 7 | (000 0500s TT WS 
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 Conteining further arguments in ſupport of the opiniorr that th+ 
foed mentioned in the promiſes to Abraham ei etted and com- 

frehended his natural poſterity, | | 


IT the time that circuncifion was inſtituted God 

L renewed his promiſes to Abraham ; and, expreſſ- 

ed his-gracious deſigns towards him and his ſeed, in à more 
fall and explicit manner than he bad done before. 1 
% will eſtabliſm my covenant between me and thee, and 
WH thy ſeed after thee in their generations, for an cver- 
« laſting covenant, to be a God unto thee, and to thy 
«4 ſeed after thee. And I will give unte thee, and to thy 
* ſeed after thee, all the land of Canaan for an evertalt- 
ing poſſeſſien; and wilt be their God.” This was 3 
covenant of promiſe. ; And, of this God's gracious cove | 
nant and promife, eixcumcifion was the token or . ſeal. —- 
This is my covenant between me and you, and thy ſeed 
s after thee in their generations ; every man- child among 

«you ſhall be circumeiſed—and my covenant ſhall be in 
«« your fleſh ſor an everlaſting covenaut. And the uncir- 
*.curacried man-child whote ſle ſh of bis fore-txin 15 nat 
| 6 circumciſed. 


matey 5 * . „„ e . 
kireumciſed, "10: be eil be apt uf Wer ies 


He hath broken my coyenant,”'-——On this renewal ef 


God's gracious covenant and promiſe, with a Oy 
ment of a ſeal, we remark, 


(ch. Tnar the inſtituted (Gal wad the teal of Gas S- 
enant and promiſe, not man's. This is my covenant 
„% which ye ſhall keep and my covenant {hall be in 
e your fleſh: for an everlaſting covenaunt- When Abra- 
ham had acceded to God's gracious propoſals, and cir- 


cumciſed himſelf and his males, circumciſion might pro- 


ly be conſidered as a ſign of ratifcation on his part of 
Fa es to keep covenant with God, and to per- 
form the duties which the covenant required. Nothing, 
however, is expreſſed relative to its being, either man's 
. covenant or feat ; But, God particularly and eaplisitiy, 
once and again, {peaks of it as his covenant, 


2. We remark, further, that circumciſion was a z feal 
of the covenant, not merely between God and Abraham, 
but, between God and Abfabam and his ſced. Thus it js ex- 
preſſed, This is my covenant which ye fhall Keep be- 
tween me and , (plural) not me and thee ; © and my 
„ covenant ſhall be in your (plural) fleſh for ap everlaſt, 
ing covenant.” This meant the fleſh, both of Abraham, 
and of the circumciſed man-child. As far as circumciſion 
was God's covenarit, this was as much in the fleſh of the 
child, as iu that of the parent. And, if God's covenant was 
in the fleſh of the child, this would naturally lead us to 
ſuppole that the covenant of which circumcifion was a 
token or ſeal, reſpected alſo the child: And, that circum- 
ciſion was a ſeal of the promiſe that the Lord would be a 
God to the parent and the child on whom he directed the gn 
to be placrd, Nor, could Abraham well underſtand it in 
any other light, ſince it was to him and his zatural fer 
that tbe Lord promiſed to give the land of Canaan, and 
to be their Cod: And, circumcifion was a feal of thi; code 
nant aud promiſe as truly as of the covenant ef promiſe con- 
ſidered in any other light whatever. 


3. Tar this covenant reſpected and comprehended 
| the 
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the natural ſeed, appears from the command that the un- 


; circumciſed man-child ſhould be cut off and ſep arated from 


the people of Iſrael. Thus it was faid, © And the uncir- 
*cymciſed man- child, whoſe fleſh of his foreſkin is not 
e circumciſed, that ſoul ſhall be cut of from his people : : 
«<< He hath broken my covenaut.“ it is evident that it 
"was that ſoul, or perſon 0 who was uncircumciſæd that was to 
be cut off from his peo This was not the parent, but 
the chi. However fa 2 the parent might be for neglect- 
ing to eircumciſe the child, there is nothing here aid 
about the parent: It was the ch who was to be cut off 
from his people: and the ch. who is ſpoken of as having _ 


broken God” s covenant. It was the child's relation to the 
covenant of promiſe that depended on his circumciſion, 


The child was conſidered as comprehended in this cove- 
nant; a being left out of i it, according as he was circum- 
ciſed, ar not. This is what is meant by his having bro- 
ken God's covenant. The relation of the child to the cov- 

enant, and its being comprebended in it, depended on the 
parent. In this reſpect it was with thoſe who were the 
natural branches of the good olive tree, juſt as it now is 
with the Gentiles who are graffed into it. In the former 
caſe, the relation of the child to the covenant depended 


on the parent ; ſo, alſo, in the latter. As in the former, 


the uncircumciſed man-child was to be cut off from his 
people, and not comprehended in the covenant; ſo in the 
lter, the child of unbelieving parents is not 5%, but un- 
chan, Thus the Apoſtle tells us, The unbelieving huſ- 
% band is ſanct ified by the wife, and the unbelieving « wife 
4 is ſanctiſed by the hulbangt : elſo were your children 
* unclean ; but now are they holy,”'* In both places it is 
the REY feed and that only, which is ſpoken of. It was 
the natural feed which, if uneircumciſed, was to be cut off 
from God's people, as a breaker of the covenant. And, 

it is the natura ſeed that is unclean, or holy, according to 
the character of rhe parent. And, whatever that relation 


de which the children here ſpoken 1 bear to the cove- 


nant ; ſtill, it is undeniable that t ey are the natural ſeed. 
Nor is it leſs evident that the circumciſed man-child, and 
the 
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the child of a believing parent, ſtand in another, and differ: 
ent relation to God's covenant of promiſe and grace; from 
that in which other children are to be viewed. Prom 
hence ir follows that God's premiſes to Abraliam reſpect- 
pected and comprelended his natural /zed—juft as the ſam 

covenant, under the chriſtian diſpenſation, reſpects and 
comprehends the natural ſeed of believers ; conſidering the 
children of all ſuch as holy ; but, of all others, unclean. 
Accordingly, we find that, under the former diſpenſation, 
uncircumciſed and unclean meant one and the ſame thing; 
at leaſt, the uncircumciſed were unclean. Thus Moſes 
ſaid to the people, © And when ye ſhall come into the 
«land, and ſhall have planted all manner of trees for 
*« food ; then ye ſhall count the fruit thegeoß as _—_— 
ed e three years ſhall it be ag, uncircumeiſcd unto you: 
<« ſhall not be eaten of. But in the fourth year, all ho 
fruit thereof ſhall be ho/y tg prajſe-the Lord wirhal. * 
So, the Prophet, ſpeaking of tlie happy ſtate of Jeruſalem, 
| fays, For henceforth there ſhall no more come into 
«thee the uncircumciſe and the wnclean,”'F, The uncircums 
ciſad man- child was not to be reckoned among God's peo- 
ple; and, che children of unbelieving parents are unatan. 


Corp there be any remaining deubt whether it 
were the uncircumciſed child who was to be cut off from bis 
ecple, the law reſpecting the paſſ- over, if a little attended 
to, mult immediately remove it. And the Lord ſaid 
« unto Moſes and Aaron, This is the ordinance of the 
„ paſs-over : there ſhall no ſtranger cat thereof. But 
every man's ſervant that is bought for money, when thou 
&« haſt cx crmcifed hi, then he ſhall eat thereof — For no un- 
4 %6 cireamccife 2d perſo ſhall cat thereof.) Nor, is it leſs 
manifeſt, on the other hand, that all the who were qu - 
lified, according to the divine direction, to eat of the paſſ- 
over, were perſons to whom the covenant with Abrahain 
AY reſpe, and were comprehended in the promiſes of it, 


Bur, to all this it may poſſibly be objected, 0 2 
it 
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uit wiz not any fault of the chili if he were left uncircum- 
4. ciſed : therefore, probably it was the pareni who had 


6 wickedly neglected to circumciſe his child, who was to 


«4 be cut off from his people, as a breaker of God's cove- 
1 nant.” Neither is it the fault of the chi/d that its pa- 
rents are unbelievers; yet, it is the child of ſuch who is un, 
clean, and the children of thoſe of the oppolite character 
who are holy. From the parent, in this inſtance, children 
derive a relation to the coyenant of grace denoted by the 
term, holy and uncleam : So, alſo, under the former diſpen- 
ſation, But, God's ſeeking to kill Moſes, becauſe he 
% had neglected to circumciſe his ſon, manifeſtly decides 
s that it was the parent, in the caſe refered to, who was 


e to be cut off from his people, as a breaker of God's cov- 


© e nant. Admit that the parent who neglected to cir - 


eumciſe his male-offspring, incurred guilt, and was expoſ- 


ed to be cut off; Is this a proof that the child's relation 


to the covenant of promiſe might not, alſo, be ſuſpended on the cha- 
ratfer and condutt of itr parents This, it is to be remember- 


ed, is the grand ſubject of inquiry. And, whether the 


ent be criminal, or not; or, how far he is ſo, and what 
is to be the penalty for his ueglect; will determine noth- 


ing, one way or the other, reſpecting the inquiry before | 


ns. It is admitted that Moſes was expoſed to evil for ne- 
glecting. to circumciſe his ſon, But this wes not all ; 
Over and above all the evil to which Moſes, himſelf, was 


expoſed; his /n, had he remained uncircumciſed, muſt 


have been ſeparated from the people of God, excluded 
from the privilege of eating the paſſ-over, and deſtroyed 
by the Angel who paſſed through Egypt to ſlay all the 
tirſt-born of the Egyptians, Here, it is manifeſt, thie // 
ugs and fecurity of the covenaut of promiſe to the child, were 
ſaſpended on the fajth and obedience of the parent. So far 
is the inſtance of God's bejng offended at Moſes for his 
neglect of circumciling his male · ſeed, from affording proof 
that it was not the wcircumciſed man child who was to be 
cut off from his people MHho is ſpoken of as having bro- 
ken God's covenant f 

Funruks ; the indiſpenſable neceſſity uf cir cumciſon 

in 
F 


FETTE 


in order to partake of the paſſ-over iniplies that it was 
ſomething more than merely a fign, or mark, ef -paren- 
tal dedication, None but thoſe who were viſibly, & by 
profeſſion, in eovenant with God, might eat the pas- | 
over : As, none but fuch may now partake of the Lord's 

ſupper. But, if infant circumciſion, and infant - baptiſmm, 

imply nothing more than that the parent who dedicates, it" 

in covegaut with God; and, is a ſeal of nothing more” 

than the parert's covenant-re lation ; it is, of coffe, no 

mark, or badge, of any covenant · relation of the infant. 

If it be nothing moxe than a mark of parental dedlicatioſf; 

it is no ſeal of any promiſe of God whatever reſpecting 

the child ; and, as being on the child, is not God's feal of a 
covenant or promiſe whatever of his reſpecking the ſubject z. | 
or, of any relation which the ſubje& of it now hath. or 
_ ever ſhall have, to God & his covenant, any more thay the 
children whom the Apoſtle ſtiles an,. In thoſe reſpelts, | 
therefore, in which oireumeiſion is a ſeal of a covenant» | 
relation which the ſubject hath to God, and in which it ö 
reſpects the heart and tbe ſpirit, and is an outward” ſign | 
of internal circumeifion ; infant - circumiſſon never cam become 
umciremmtiſion, any more than it is at the time when it is 


applied. 


Tux Apoſtle, ſpeaking of circumelſion, fays © it is, 
of the heart, in the pit, and not in the letter.)“ This 
leads us to view it as an outward ſigu of internal purity... 
In the fone light the Apoſtle teacherh the Coloffian-Chrif- 
tians to view it, when he tells them that in Chriſt they 
are circumciſed with the circumciſion made without 
* hands, in putting off the body of the fins of the fleſh, by 
«« the circumciſion of Chriſt : buried with him in bap- 

4 tiſin. Therefore he tells us, agaln, Abraham re- 
« ceived the ſign of cireumcifion a feal of the _righteouf-.« 
« nefs of the faith which he had being yet uncircumci- 
« ſed. / But, if it wete of a tature and Import entirely ; 
different as i re/betted the infant—if it were no fi gh of any 
thing with refpec to the infa heart, of its being graff- 
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ed into Chriſt, or of any covenant of promiſe to the par- 
ent reſpecting the infant's good; it did not, nor was it ever i 
deſigned to form any diſtinction between the circumci- 
ſed, or baptiſed infant, with' reſpect to any relation it 
bore to God, his covenant, his church, or his kingdom; 
and, theſe of unbelieving parents, or, of the whole hea-, 
then world. And; if there were no divine conſtitution 
whereby parental dedication might affect the relation of 
the natural ſeed, to the covenant and church of God ; no 
external ſign; or mark, of fach dedication could ever pro- 

duce ſuch an effect, or was ever deſigned to produce it. 


© Ox this hypotheſis, therefore, we can diſcbver no 
way in which, either circumciſion, or baptiſm, adminiſ- 
tered in infancy, ever did, or ever can, become a fign; or 
mark, of any covenant-rclation.to God, or God's ſeal of 
the righteouſneſs of faith, and of the bleſſings and benefits 
of the covenant of grace, to the ſubject. Nor can we, 
therefore, diſcover that thofe who were circumciſed in 
infancy ever had any viſible, external mark, or ſeal, of 


any covenant-rclatiou they ſtood in to God, or God to 


them. | 0310S 
SHOULD it be ſaid, that on the impleaded hypotheſis, 
there is no more ditticulty in ſeeing how cireumciſion, or 

baptiſm, may become the ſeal. of God, whenever the ſubjet?' 
it in fattĩ a beiiever ; than how the ſame rite may become the . 
ſeal of Cod, when it is improperly adminiſtered; We re- 
ply, that the caſes are diſſimilar; and, therefore, the 
ſame conſiderations which will be ſufficient to remove the 
difficulties in exe caſe, may be very inſufficient, as to 10e 

other. In the latter ca/e it is granted that the ſeal is Cod, 


| feal ; and, though applied to an improper ſubject, yet 


when he becomes entitled to the righteotſneſs of faith, he, 


in fact, hath, both the righteouſneſs, and God's ſeal of 
. When the eircumciſed, or baptized n becomes a 
0 


believer, ho has the reality of char, of which, before, 
there was only an external gn, or appearanſde. 


Bor, in the former caſe it is different; neither cir- 


cumoiken, nor baptiſm, were any mark, or exhibited 


any 


i 
h 
\ 
i 


b 02 
ay riſidle appearance of a covemant-relation” to cel — 
Neither of them were any inſtituted ſign of Cot; gracious 
promiſe, or purpoſe, with reſpect to the fabje@. And, 
therefore, were never any external mark, or badge, of 
grace in the heart, and of the bleſſings which accompany 
it. Conſequently, ſhould grace ever take place in the 
beatt of one eireumeiſed, or bay tized, in infancy, it 
would anſwer to nothing external, no vile ſign, ar 
mark, which he before had of it. 


© Bur; we find no precept for a ſecomfcircumciſion, 

te „ben the ſubject ſliould viſibly become a new creature, 
* oy example of it,” True; becauſe circumciſion was 
erigially, hot man's, not the parent's, but Cod's coven- 
ant in the fleſk of lim who was cireumcifed. © And my 
© covenant, ſaith the Deity, ſhall be in your (plurgl) fleſit 
*« for an everlaſting covenant. And the uncircumciſed 


man- child ſhall be cut off from his people: de hath 
% broken my covenant.” 


Brsibts ; if infant-circumeiſton, in its original inſti- 
tution, were no more than a mark of parental dedication ; 
it was of an import perfectly different when applied to 
the child, from that which it was of, when applied to tha 
parent. To the parent it was God's ſeal of the ſubject's ti- 
tle to eternal life; to the child, x ſeal of no bleſſing. or 


good, whatever. It was God's mark on the parent; but 


wily the parent's mark on the child. In the parent it was 
an external mark of ſome correſpondent effect which took 
place in the jnner-mar, the heart; for it is that of the heart, 
mt the ſpirit : But, in the infant, a ſign, or mark, of noth- 
ing internal Whatever; or, that any change ry. I 
take place in the heart. | 


AccorpinG to tvs view of nifant-clrcamciion; how 
was it poſſible that it ever ſhould become ner cumeiſion ? 
The Apoſtle tells the Jew' that circumciſion verily pro- 
« fiteth, if thou keep the law: hut, if thou be a breaker 
«© of the law, thy circumciſion is made e 
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By keeping the law, muſt here 2 acting vp to that cove- 
nant of which remains was a ſeal, and. fulfilling the 
duties of it. But, if the Jew failed of this, the promiſes 
of the covenant of circumciſion could not be claimed; 
and, in this way, bis eircumciſion was of no benefit, or 
ball, but became the ſame as uncireumciſion. 


Bur, if circumciſion, when applied to the infant, ſeol- 
ed no promiſe, whatever except to the parent, and, thaſe re- 
ſpecting only his own ſalvation; how could the chiν be- 
ing afterward a breaker of the law invalidate the parent I 
claim to the promiſes of that covenant” of which circum- 
cifion was a feal ; and, ſs, become unciretnciſion ? on 


_ the hypotheſis, no promiſes were ſealed to any but the pa- 


rent, on his dedicating his child to God in circomcifion : 
And theſe promiſes reſpected only the perſonal good of the 
parent. No wickedneſs of the child, therefore, could alter 
the relation of the parent to the covenant, weaken 4: title 


to the promiſes of it, or, as to him, render cireumciſion 
emcircumeiſion . a 


AND, if circumciſion, as ts the child, were only a mark 
of parental dedication, and not a ſeal of any covenant or 
premiſe whatever reſpecting it ; no future conduct what- 
ever could ever efface either the ſign or the import of it. 
If it implied nothing with reſpect to the characier and ir- 
vlcget ob the child, but, only reſpected the privileges and 
character of the parent, let the 4i condutt Il or well, it 


ever remained, and ever muſt remain, juſt the ſame that it 
was when firſt applied. a 


Ir the covenant of circuraciſion as to the duties it re- 


_ quired, and the promiſes it contained, e ended no further 


than to the parent —if none of its bleſſings, upon the pa- 
rent's adminiſtering the cal to himſelf and to his of- 
ſpring, were engaged and ſecured to the fring : no ob- 
Jection, with the leaſt appearance of plauſibiſity, could 
bave been made againſt the word and faithſuineſs of God, 
had he never given even the land of Canaan to the natural 
ſeed of the father of the faithful: much leſs did his reſect- 
E * Iſrac ! out of that good land, after they had ſo great - 


** 


ke M8, a 2907 
ly abuſed the privileges and mercies they had md 10 
it for a number of eonrutia, furniſh = e for 18 
an objection. 


Bur, if infant-circuraciſien were 2 ceel of the — 
that the natural ſeed of Abraham ſhonld even inherit the 
land of Canaan ; it. was, of courſe, ſomething more than 
aà mere fign of parental dedication ; and, the parent's 


compliance with the duty required, ſecured bleſlings to the 
natural ſeed. 


ANOTHER argument in ſupport of the opinion/thar 
the promiſes of God's gracious covenant with Abraham 
_ "reſpected his natural ſeed, and that infant circumciſion was 

a ſeal of /uch a covenant of promiſe, may be derived from the 
ſtrong attachment f Jewi/þ e to this rite, in the 
Rn ages of the Chriſtian Church. 


ir was early determined by the Apolties aud Elders 
and brethren of the church at Jeruſalem, and that under 


the immediate guidance of the Holy Ghoſt, to be unaeceſ- 
ſary that the $:/zeving Gentiles ſhould practiſe circumcition : 
But, to the Jews, though the Chriſtian baptiſm was eſſen · 
tial, the law and practiſe of circuncifion remained unabal- 
iſhed. It was reported of Paul, though withaut ground, 
that ke forbade to the Jews who erg among the Gentiles, 
the uſe and practiſe of this rite, Accordingly, James and 
the Eluers fay to Paul, “Thou ſeeſt, brother, how many 
© thouſands of Jews there are which believe, and they are 
all zealous of the law. And, they are informed of thee, 
ff that thou teacheſt all the 2 which are among the 
'<« Gentiles to forſake Moſes, ſaying that they ought not to 
% circumciſe their children, neirher to walk after the cuſ- 
% toms. What is it therefore | che multitude muſt needs 
« come together: for they will hear that thou art 
« cone. Or this paſſage we remark, - 


1 'Ta ar runs not pecullar to the andediving Jews 
to ſet a high walue on that eovenant of promiſe to Abra- 
ban any his ſeed rome was \ ratified and _ by circam- 
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eiſion. Though the Jews in general might ſuppoſe that 
This oovenant entalled bleſſings on the poſterity of Abra- 
ham mere(.qn amt -of their natural deſcent ; this was not 
the ſentiment, the error, of the Chriſſian Jews, They were 
taught that they muſt be the ſeed of Abraham in another 
and higher | ſenſe,” in order to inherit the bleſſings of that 
gracious covenant, This notwithſtanding, they were as 
'tond, as tenaciqus, of infant-circumciſion, as the reſt of 
their brethren. And the Holy Ghoſt did not difcounte- 
"nance their continuing the praQice of it. 


2. Their zeal to practiſe this right upon their infant · 
feed, after they themſelves had received the Chriſtian baptiſh au, and 
had been inſtructed into the importance of bein g bel:evers, 
in order to be reckoned the children of Abraham: fur- 
wiſhes a ſtrong preſumptive argument that they fill ſuppo- 
Ted that the promiſes of the Abrahamic covenant connec- 
ted bleſſings to the offspring with the faith of the parent, 
and the dedication he made of hiniſelf and ſeed, to God 
in circumciſion, | 


Hap they imagined that the covenant ſealed by cir· 
cumciſion, ſecured no bleſſing or good whatever, ta 
the child; and this, too, after they were ſo far delivered 
from Jewiſh prejudices as to know that they mult be be 
believers on Chriſt in order to be the children of Abraham; 
It can hardly be ſuppoſed that they ſhould be ſo tenacious 
of the practice of infant · circumciſion. When they were 
convinced that circumciſion entailed n no bleſſing or good 
upon the child mere;y on account of natural deſcent, had they 
ſuppoſed that it was enjoined upon Abraham to circum- 
ciſe his ſeed only as 4 token of bis dedicating it to Cad, it might 
naturally be expected that, upon their receiving baptiſm, 
the badge of the Chriſtian faith, they would readily be pre- 
vailed on at. once to giye it up. But, their zeal ſtill to pre- 
ſerve and continue the practice, gives abundant reaſon to 
believe that they ſuppoſed t there was ſomething mere in 
it than merely parental dedication ; and, that the cove- 
nant of circumciſion connected bleſſings to tlie child with 
its adminiſtration, 

Tus paſlage is introduced, however, more 2 

. ar * 


Nan | 
2 with a view to the inferences it furniſheth in favour 
of the dociriue of infant buprifis, In this light we may now 
attend, a Hutle while, to it : And, we obſerve, 


. Trarit was an apprehenfion chat Paul Bad for 
bidden the eir cumeiſion of chi/llron which gave ſuch gener- 


al -yneaſine(s;to the Jews. They who exprefled this un» 
calieſs were, themſelves, adults, who had received cir. 


cvmciſion in their infancy. . Ihat which gave” umbrage 
wey that if -cirenmgſru. fapuld now be prohibited to 


Oil, and had received the Clriſtian-baptifm. They had 
þeop circxuc/ed in infancy - but % they. knew was not 
the initiating ſeal unto. the Ghriftiqn-church. Baptifm, they 
. e was the inſtituted gn of ingrafling into 
C it, - * tes 1 1 f 


3. Tas believing Jews were united in the ſame 
church with belieying Genties who bad received the Chriſ- 
tian-baptiſm, though they werg uncireawrcijed, Neither the 
circumciſion of the Gentiles, nor the ancircumciſion of the 
Jews, was made a term of Chriſtian-communion and fel- 
lowſhip on either fide, The believing Jew who was 
$4þ/ized united with the believing Gentile who was uncir- 
cCuunciſed, It Was known and conceded, on both hands, 

that 6re:ciſion was not required, as it never had been, of 
the Gentiles ; and, was not yet aboliſhed as to the Jews, 
of whom it had been required even from the days of Abra- 


4. Wye the delieging Jew viewed it a matter of ſuch 
importance that they ſhould /till circumciſe their children, is 
it luppoſeable that they would unite with a Cent ie church 
in which children wore tnbaptiſed # Theſe believins Jews 
conſidered ciracifier as an inftituted fign of their rela- 
tion to God's gracious cayenant with Abraham, eve that 
coveuaut Which now extended its bleflings to the Gentiles, 
and comprehended in it all who believed on the Lord Je- 
fs, And, for this ſentiment, it is evident, they had the 

| authority 


2. Tux Jews here ſpoken of were Chrifian-—believer; wn 


* 


— 
3 = — 


— 2" 
= * 5+ >. 


- 7 - 


r —— - A IS 
- 2 — Wo 


0 


3 
2 


U 38 J 
authority of the inſpired Apoſtles, Baptiſm, 4 lee, 
was the inſtituted ſign, for the Centiles, of their. relation 


to the ſame covenant ; and, the external ſeal of their title 


to the bleſipgs of it, as circumciſion was; of the title of 
the un. The zeal which theſe Chriſtian Jews had for 
infant · circumeiſion ſhows that they conſidered the admin- 
iſtration of the ſeal of this gracious covenant to be a duty, 
or a privilege, or both, of indiſpenſrble importance. Poſ- 
ſeſſed of theſe views, and juſtified in them by the Holy 
Ghoſt, it is hardly conceiveable that they ſhould unite m 
the iame church with Gentiles who wholly neglected to ap- 


| ply the appointed ſeal of heir relation to this ſame gra- 
cious cbvenant, and title to the promiſes and bleſſings a 


It, to their infant;ſeed. Had the Gentile Chriſtians negle 


ed infant -baptiſm, Would not the Jewiſh-believers ha 


ſuppoſed that the covenant, into which Gentiles were viſi- 
bly introduced by baptiſm, was not the ſame which God 
made with Abraham the father of the faithful, and ſealed 


with circumciſion ? And, therefore, that they were not 


graffed into the ſame olive-tres from which the unbelie- 
wg Jews had been broken off! 


Ap, had the Apoſtle planted eee e- the 
Gentiles upon the preſent antipedobaptiſt plan, the Jews 
would have had a much more plauſible pretence, than any 
other part of his conduct ever furniſhed them, for accu- 


ſing him of departing from the religion of their forefath- 
ers. Nor, can it eaſily be ſeen how ſuch a charge exhjb- 


ited on ſuch a ground, could have been evaded, or confu- 
ted. The Jews were ready enough to catch at every ad- 
vantage for faſtening ſuch a charge as this upon the Apoſ- 
tle Paul; as is evident from his writings : Nor, was he 
leſs careful to refute every calumny of this kind, inſiſting 
that, with a pure conſcience he ſerved God from his fore- 
Fathers :* The ſilence, therefore, of this Apoſtle, in all his 
Epiſtles, with reſpe& to any charge of this nature ground- 
ed on his neglect of inculcating iofant-baptiſim on Gen- 
tile beheyers, gives abundant reaſon to ſuppoſe that an 
egen on this ground, was never brought againſt 

| 1 „. 
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Him. While, on the other hand, the. e of d 


Jews to Ear every advantage for faſtening ſach 4 
charge upon the A poltle, together with the ſilence of all 


the Epiſtles reſpecting i it; gives us great authority for 
believing that ſuch a handle was never put into their 


hands. i : N 


5. Tnx ſtrenuous abies of Jewiſh Chriſtians to the 


practice of infant-circumciſion, leaves very little room 
to ſuppoſe that they omirted the bapti/mr of t their infant feed, 

The Jewiſh Chriſtians now viewed both circumciſion and 
baptiſm as eflential to their intereſt in the covenant of 
grace under thre chriſtian diſpenſation. This would na- 


turally and teceflarily lead them to view bath theſe as eſ- 
fential to any relation ef their offspring to this ſame cove 


enant, Their engagedneſs, therefore, to practiſe the 
mer on their infaut-ſeed, leaves no room to ſuppoſe 
that they would omit the latter. Notwithſtanding their 


vun circumeiſion, they conſidered it as eſſential to their, 


partaking in the bleſſings of the covenant of grace, that 
they thould be baptized in the name of the Lord Jeſus.— 
They would, undoubtedly, have the ſame vie w of the 


matter in reſpect of their ĩnfant - offspring. And, there- 


fore, on their own principles, and according to the views, 
which they actually poſleſſed, we cannot ee why they 


ould be leſs zealous tobaptize, than to ne? their, 


children, | | 1 


Bastons; they had an additional ctothns to the prac: 
tice of infant-bapti/m, beyond what they ever before had 
for the practice of infant-circumciſion, Under the Chriſtian 
diſpenſation the fe-a/e was admitted to the privilege of 
vhe ſeal, with the nale For, in Chriſt, “ there is nei- 
6 ther Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, 
« there is neither e nor, female. This' was well 
known to the Jewith converts. Under the former diſpen- 
ſation of the covenant of grace, the female was excluded 
from the privilege of the ſeal, But, when, ia the lan- 
guage of the abet the woman had I 4 nan, and 


| brought 
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bronghn fe Saviour, "I ee ſeed, into the world 

the woman was raiſed to à level with the man with ref. 
pect to the viſible mark and ſeal of a covenant- relation 
to God: This ſeal the Chriſtian - women bore „ as well as 
the nen + And} it was equally eſſential to the former, us. 
to the latter. When the privileges of the Jewiſh Chriſtians 
were, in this reſpect, enlarged under the Chriſtian diſpen- 
- fation, would their earneſt deſire to maintain and prae - 
tiſe the privilege of the ſeal upon their ma/e-offspring, 
leave us the leaſt reaſon to ſuppoſe that they could neglec 
it as to the female, when they knew it equally belonged 
to the latter, as to the former * Or, had they conſidered 
the ſeal of the covenant undef which they, in fact, now 
were, as being reſtricted, under the Chriſtian diſpenſa- 
tion, to adulti, to the excluſion of the infaut-ſeed ; is it ſup- 
poſeable that they ſhould ſo ſtrenudully inſiſt upon contin- 


uing the practice of infant-circumciſion ? And, be juſtified 


in it, too, by the Apoſtles undet the immediate guidance 
of the Holy Ghoſt ? an theſe things can be no ways re- 


conciled but upon the ſappoſition of the practice of infant- 


baptiſm. On this hypotheſis we ean ſee it to be reconci - 
lable to the views and feelings of Jewiſh Chriſtians to hold 
fellowſhip with the baptize Gentiles ; and, to conſider 
them as being graffed into the ſame ſtock from which 
the unbelieving Jews had been broken off. And, 6n this 
hypotheſis we can ſee the ground of the zeal, in Jewiſh 
Chriſtians, to continue the practice of infane-cifeumcifion ; ; 
and, juſtify it. And, on this hypotheſis, too, we are 


compelled to believe that, even the Jewiſh c. 


practiſed u- bartl. 5 
1 & e | 
SECTION 11T. 


PEO. an inquiry into the nature of the covenant which God 
eſtabliſhedwith Abraham, and the import of 5 its foal. 


„ the covenant which God was pleaſed 
to eſtabliſh with Abraham, and ratify by eir- 


5 , merit the appellation of the cage nant of grace, or 
not ; 
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db it is certain tliat there is no covenarit of grace any 
where held up, or expreſſed, in the Bible, which - con- 
tains better, or richer promiſes than this. There is no 
covenant. which promiſeth greater, or richer, bleſſings ; ; 
Pr, gives better, or fuller, ſecurity of the final enjoy- 
ment of chem. The croenant of gract is not u phraſe made 
ule of in the Holy Scriptures, But, that gfacious cove- 
nant which engages and ſecures bleſio to ſinners, is fre- 
quetitly and abundantly diſtinguiſhed from a covenant 4 
works by the denomination of @ covenant of þ rome, | 
Paul, in reply to the accuſations brought a him bon 
fore Hrrigpa, (ith, „And now I fland and am judged 
for the hope of the f made of God unto our fathers. 
10 For the promiſe that he ſhould be the heir of the world, 
was not to Abraham, or to his ſeed, through the by, 
« bur through the righteouſneſs of faith. Fot if the 
*©-which are of the law be heirs, faith is made void, at 
the promiſe niade bf none effe(tt; Therefore it is of faith, 
e that it might be by grace; to the end the promiſe mi : 
4e be ſure to all the ſted,” T They which are the 
« dren of the fleſh, theſe are not the children of God, 
4% but the children of the promiſe are counted for the 
«© ſeed.”h Again: And this [ fay that the covenant 
that was confirmed before of God in Chriſt, the law 
« which was four hundred and thirty years after, cannot 
e difannul, that it ſhould make the promiſe of none effect. 
« For if the inheritance be of the lau, it is no more of 
50 promiſe : but God gave it to Abraham by promiſe —is the 
* law then againſt the promiſes God forbid : for if there 
ie had been a /aw given which could have giyen life, veri- 
ly righteouſneſs ſhould have been by the law. But, the 
c {cripture hath concluded all under fin, that the promiſe 
« by faith of Jeſus Chriſt might be given to them that be- 
„ lieve. 1 Now we, "TR as Iſaac was, are 
the eMdren of promuſe.\| the Gentiles ſhould. be 
« fellow-heirs, and of the 2 ody, and partakers of 
« hjs ths iſe in Chriſt by the Goſpel. "7 Accordingly, the 
F Gentiles 
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Gentiles are ſpoken of as having been, heretofore, Hran- 
gers from the covenants of pr omiſe 5 Therefore Paul ftiles 
Tine an © Apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt, by the will of God, 
„ according to the promiſe of life, which is in Chriſt Jeſus;”* 
Tue hope of Chriſtians is founded on a covenant of 'pro- 


' 7, © When God made proziſe to Abrabam—he, ſware 
Þ by himſelf—rhat by two immutable things, in u hich it 


„% Was impoſſible for God to lie, we might -bave ſtrong 


conſolation, who have fled for e to * pre * | 


"the hope ſet before us”; 


- 
—_ 
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Tux diſtinction of law and 1 from 78 * 
is the ſame as that of the covenant of works, and of grace. 
And, when it is faid fhat Abraham obtained the inheri- 
tance, ot by law, but by promiſe ; it is the ſame as dt by 
"the cov en aut 'of wor * but 6; the covenant of grace. This code - 


nant Ys diamguhed from the former /y promiſes, No cov- . ' 
enant of works ever eltabliſhed with men, ſecured to any 


one of the human race the inheritance of eternal life. But, 
tlie covenant of grace infallibly ſecures eternal bleflings to 


all with whom it is eſtabliſhed + On this account it is em- 


wently diſtinguiſh cd, in the Holy Scriptures, by the ap- 


pellation of 1h premiſe: , or covevant of promiſe,” There- 
fore, God [tiles the premiſe to Abraham is coverant.. His 


Nennt conſiſts in a gracioms promiſe, And this covenent 


3 


ol promiſe {ecures all the bleſlings exprefied in it, to him 


16 whom ite promiſe 1s made. Therefore it is that the 


Avoſtie faith, “ When God made promiſe to Abraham, 


„s Yecaute he could ſware by no greater, he ſware by him- 


"Felf.”” There is, certainly, no covenant any where ſpo- 


ken of in the Holy Scriptures, or propoſed to men, which 


more properly werits to be ſtiled the covenant of grace than 2 


that Which God actually eſtabliſhed with Abraham. This 
covenant is really and ellentially the ſame as that which 
ſubfiſts between God and believers -V lich has ſubſiſted be- 


tween God and thoſe of that character in all poſt ages, 


ſince the fall of man; and, which will ſabfiſt bet wixt God 
and fuser in all ages to come. This is the covenant 


tr om 
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from which all right and title to the Favour of Goa, and 
N lite, in dente Aafed | % d 4h 


"Tas coven 8 to all thoſe with w — is; ; 
Atte, all 1 good. contained and ex- 
prefſed 1 in it—juſt as written - covenanity aud agreements, 
amon gi men, ſecure exery:thing which is expreſſed in the 
written obligation—with this differencet only, that this 
covenant ſecures to him with whom It is eſtabliſhed all 
t yi ine aſliſtance and grace which are neceſſud y re the” 
performance of the conditions, on man's part, meh 
ale eee in order to his ſinal inheritance of the bled: * 
I contained 1 in it; 44140 * Lops eme e . 
£ d f TI: 4 Ani auß e 
Wu ir. thele privileges, and bleflings are, Which are 
to be in horited by. thoſe with whom this (covenant is eſ- 
tabliſhed, is to be collected wholly from the, covenant, or 
agreemept, itſelf. The covenant isthe-Ehriſtian's:char- 
ter: Whatever, bleſlings or good are gbntained and ex- 
preſſed j in this, arehis : to theſe the covenant Eve 
a title, And, this covenant ſecures to the believer” every 
Bleſſing expreſſed, in it, one as much as; Ather. It is — 
more gonſiſtent with the truth and faithfulneſs of God, 
deny. to him who-accedes to the terms on Nich the cov - 
e nant propoſeth its hlefſings, the enjoyment of un. of the” 
n things expreſled in it, than, r maten. 
ne i 
II is to be obſerved further, . this, covenant is eſ- 
tabliſhed on promiſes as immutable as the Deity - him - 
jelf : It can no mor? fail, than God himſelf, can change. 
On 1 this ground it is that they who have fled for refuge to 
lay hold on the hope ſet before them, have frong conſoles * 
tion... This is the teſtament Which is ſprinkled With the 
blagd.of Chriſt the covenant ratified and confirmed in 
his blood. 


% £7 + 


Tux covenant af promiſe renewed. and eſtabliſhed 
with Abraham, the father of the faithful, when circum- 
cillen was inftitated, was the charter by which he was 
to regulate his hopes and expectations of future bleſfings ; 
and, which ſecured and conſirmed to him the poſſeſſion 

| of 


for them a city.“ Theſe expectations of the 
the faithful were ſufficiently and abundantly warranted 


L 44 J 
of them. From lis charter, it is manifeſt; that Abraham 
expected an heavenly inheritance, Therefore, ſpeaking of 
the faith of Abraham, aud of the Patriarchs, by which 
they /ojourned in the land of promiſe as in a ſtrange country, 
the Apoſtle tells us that they ſought and deſired a better 


country, - even an heavenly ; and, therefore, God was 
not aſhamed to be ealled their God ; for he had 2 


ather of 


by the covenant of promiſe which the Lord eſtabliſhed” 


. With him=+-as, ſo rich and magnificent a promiſe as that 


the Lord weld be his God could not be fulfilled by the 
beſtowment af any finite, or temporary good: For, the 
Apoſtle intimates that the Deity would have been aſha- 


med, ſpeaking after the manner of men, to take upon 


himſelf the title of 43raham*s Cod, had he not prepares 
for this his friend, a + country, a heay enly city. 


Tunis covenant; 4s the New-Teſtament in Chriſt's 
blood, in which bleſſin gs and good are bequeathed to the 
people of God. As it grows out of what is commonly 
ſtiled the covenatct bf nedemptien, or the covenant betwixt 
the; ETERNAL THREE reſpecting the redemption of 
fallen men, it is commenſurate with it in the bleſſings, 
which it promiſeth, and the ſecurity it gives of their 
beſtowment ; All the good which God, in this covenant, 
gives to his people, is in ſulfilment of the promiſe of the 


FATHER to the SON that he ſhould ſee his ſeed, pro- 


long his days, and chat the pleaſure of the Lord ſhould , 
protper” in his hand. 


As this chan with the SON implied and' ſecured 


the eſtahliſhment and perpetuation of his cauſe through 


of grace. It would be far from ſatisfying the wiſhes of 


every ſaecefſive generation, to the end of time; the cove- 
nant of p. miſe which God eſtabliſheth with every be- 
liever, gives ſecurity ſor the ſucceſs and perpetuity of 
the cauſe of Chriſt, and its ſinal victory over all oppoſi- 
tion. In this latitade are we to underſtand the covenant 


the 
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the benevolent and gracious heart, to find ſecurity only. 
of his 6wn/perſohal ſalvation. By faith the 'bliever is 
united to Chriſt';--and intereſted; by his aſfeQions, in 
the ſucceſs of his cauſe, and the proſperity "of. his Uing- 
dom. In the covenant of promiſe the beflever finds ſecu- 
rity in all theſe reſpects. And; when he finds that Jehe- 
vah in Chriſt is his God, he feels ſecurity for that cauſe in 
which; by is union to Chriſt, he i is ſo deeply intereſted. , 


eee with this view. of the nature of the 
covenant is the ſtrain in which the promiſes run to Abra-,. 
ham, the father of the faithful apd the friend of God. 
Iwill eſtabBfh my covenant,” aid Jehqyab «© between / 
&<, me and 2 — * ſeed after thee : in Ie Fe 


+» 7 + © 


„art a {tran ar, all the land of Cahaan, for an — 2 » 
« ing pofli and will be their God.“ God's eſtab, 
lich ing his — between himſelf and Abraham, and. 
Abraham's feed after him in thetr generations for an enerlaſi- 7 
ing covenant, implies a promiſe that the. ſame. bleſſings, | 
which were made over and ſecured to Abraham, ſhould, 
deſcend and be perpetuated to furtire generations, to the 
end of time. And, the way in which the Deity . pledged - 
himſelf to Abraham to be a God to him and to his ſeed af- 
ter him, was by beſto wing on them the land of Canaan 
for a poſſeſſion. As. a fruit and teſtimony of bis being 
Abraham's God, he makes a grant to him of this _ 
land. And, the ſame grant to his ſeed, to be continued 
through ſucceſſive generations, was equally a teſtimony 
of the truth of the ſame promiſe, as it reſpected his ſeed, 


that the Lord would be their God. Whatever bleſſin 
were laid up in the promiſes for Abraham, were equally 


laid up for his ſeed, Whatever ſecurity there was that 
the Lord would be Abraham's God ; there was the fame, 
that he would be the God of his ſeed. The promiſes were 
not ſingly to Abraham; but, they were to him and his 
ſeed after him. We cannot read the promiſes without 
noticing this. The promiſes of HIM who calleth things 
that are not as though they were, were to Abraham 2 
i5 
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ls ſeed as a calleive body, a church. Thi A — na- 
ture of the cayenant of promiſe which: God was pleaſed 
to make with. Abraham. And, according toithe-tenor! of 
the promiſes, here expreſſed was Dan to 17 5 and 
n his eee n at 0 l 6 77 

Pais leads us to ny to iþs import * the ſeal of that. 
cebit which God eſtabliſhed d. Abraham. 


* Wars God renewed. fas covenant with Abraham, 


promiſing to be a God to him, and to his ſeed after him, 


— 


in their generations, He adds, © This, is my covenant” 
4 Rich ye thall keep, between, me and you, and thy ſeed 

ce ufter tet; ; every man- child among you ſhall be cir- 
<©comciſed,” And ve mall cixcunciſe: the. fleſh of your 


2. Forelkin, and it mall be the. token of the, covenant. be- 
MF Twixt me and you—and my covenant; ſhall be in your” 
 *- fleſh for an everlaſtin;  coyenant.”*:, Paul, ſpeaking of 


the circumciſion of Abr; Alles. it a ſfeal of. the right - 
eouſneſs of his faith.“ A token, or ſeal, of the covenant”. 
betwixt God and Abraham, Was of the ſame general na- 
ture unit import as ſeals to written agreements between 
man ape man. In the latter cale the {eal xatiſies and con- 
frms every thing containe in the written agreement. 
So in the former; . the ſeal, or token, is a ratification, on 
God's part, of every thing contained and; ,exprefied i in the 
covenant of promiſe of which circumciſion was the ap- 
pointed ſeal:— Nor leſs a token on Abraham's part,, of 


s eng3gements  fajthfully to comply with the duties 


which, by the covenant, were required of him, 


- Ir appears to be in condeſtchſion to the 3 of 


men that God ever inſtituted ſeals of his own promiſes as 


tokens of his faithfulneſs to them. that the remembrance 
of his promite might be perpetuated ;, and, the faith- of 
his people in them be refreſhed and ſtrepgthened. he. 
firftfokev of a covenant that was inſtituted was tlie bow. 
in the dia. Aſter the Hood, God ſaid to Noah, “ And I. 
6 wy eſtabliſh my covenant with you ; neither mall all 


10 feſh . 


Kom, 4. 11, 


1. 77 
« fleſh be cut off any more by: the waters of a flood, nei- 
« ther ſball there any more be a flood to Yeftroy t e 
« earth. And God faid this is the token of the © coven- 
«ant which I make between me and you, and every liv- 
ing ertatüre that is with You. - 1dg ſet my bow in the 
«© e1644; and it ſhall be for 4 token of a covenant between x 
4% me 0 the earth, And the bow mall bei in the cloud: 
and I wml look pun, it that I may remember the ever 
40 laſting Covenant. T #_Fhis token ratified and confirm- 
ed every thing, which Was exprefled in the covenant of 
- Which it Was ah iuſtituted remembrancer or token. A yiew 
ofthe bob in the Cloud gives an aflurance that God re- 
members his promiſe that the earth ſhall neyer again. be 
deftroyed bY a food. So the blood of the firlt paſl-over was 
to be a token upon the houſes of the children or Iſrael, that 


the Lord win pals over them when he. deſtroyed the 14 
ürſt-born of che F py Ptians. And, when God had ap- 7 
poinred it tor dds cad, it aſured the children of Irael of i 
ſecurity. 3 1 | 


Crnottuersion was a ſeal and 8 to 8 
ham of every bleſling g contained and expreſſed in that cov- 
enavt of pr omife of which it was a token, or ſeal.— 
Whateyer was contained in the promiſe was, in this way, 
made ſure to the father of the faithful. On this ground 
it was that it was a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of faith, or 
of Abraham's jultification—a fign by which were ſeeared 
to him all the benefits which accompany juſtification and 
acceplrance With God. 


AD, if Fctromnciiontes to be viewed as 2 ſeal & rati- | 
fication of the covenant of promiſe which God graciouſly ( 
entered into with Abraham, aud renewed at the. time of | | | 
its iaſtitution; it was as truly a ſign, or token, that i} 
God would accompliſi 2 that was exprefled in the pro- il 


mile, as any part of it : It was as much a confirmation" ef 
the promiſe that the Lord would be a God to his feed, as 
to himſelf :* Becauſe the promiſe did not reſpect Abrabam 
iinp]y, but lin and his ſeed connecting 90 ſced with 6 
: et him 8 if 
* Gene/. 9. 17, 13, 16. + Exodus te. 12. 1 


ee 

"king in en Peg which yer in the rome 
to him. A 

On ts ed it was 32 the ll mu- 
; child was to be cut off from his people; as a breaker of 
the covenant—not to be conſidered as comprehended in 
it, or within the promiſes of it. The relation of the 
22 to the covenant depended on its having the ſeal of 
the promiſe fet upon it; as might reaſonably be expected, 
ſince the covenant comprehended the child and, the pro- 
miſe was to Abraham and his ſeed after him in their gen- 
- erations, It was required of the parent to dedicate and 
- circumciſe his child; and, on this it was conſidered as 
comprehended within the covenant of promiſe made to 
Abraham and his feed ; and, the ſeal of tliis promiſe of 
God to be ſet upon the child. 


Bur, to this ie may be objected; © Neither the cov- 
, enant, nor its ſeal, could comprehend and reſpect the 
« natural ſeed in the manner here urged ; becauſe Iſhmael, 
«« the natural ſeed of Abraham, was expreſsly excluded 
% and, it was faid to Abraham that in Iſaac his ſeed 
44. ſhould be called : And yet Iſhmael, by e divine 
64 appointment, was to be circumciſed. Ee 


To this objection it may be replied, 


I. Taar although, for wiſe ends, there was a dil-, 
tinction made betwixt Iſaac and Iſhmael, and it was ſaid, 
% In Ifaac ſhall thy ſeed be called; it by no means ap- 
pears that Iſmael was excluded from the promiſe which 
God made to Abraham, when circumciſion was inſtituted, 
will be a God to thee, and to thy ſeed after thee, in 
© their generations,” On the hypotheſis” that the pro- 
miſe reſpected the ura ſeed, which it is apprehended 
has already been proved to be the truth, this idea of the 
excluſion of Iſhmael would imply that he never was bro't 
into the family of the faithful, and made a member of 
the church of God. But, on the other hand, there is no 
evidence that Iſhmaei was not bleſſed with faithful Abra- 
ham, as really a I/aac a but, on the contrary, great rea- 
ſou 


| R 
1 to ſuppoſe that he was. We find Iſhmael, to appear- 
ance, dutifully aſſiſting with Iſaac, at the funeral of Abra- 
ham; and, when he dies, the fame expreſſions are uſed 
relative to i death, as tò that of Abraham, viz. hb: was 
tathereu to bir peoples This phraſe is uſed in the Holy 
. Scriptures, only reſpecting thofe whoſe characters are 
leſt on record as men of piety, featers of God. Therefore 
Job, ſpeaking of the wicked under the character of rich, 
faith they ſhall lie Jown, but not be gathered.) That Iſh- 
mae! ſhould be conſidered as a type of the perſecutors of 
Chriſt, as be is by the "Apoſtle, x is tio mbre an evidence 
againſt his piety, than Agar's being a type of the wicked 
Jews who crucified Chriſt, is, againſt hers, And, we 
have abundant evidence of her piety from the Lord's call- 
ing to her from heaven, working à miracle for the pre- 
ſervation of her child, and making gracious promiſes to 
"Her of his preſervation and proſperity, But, the reaſons 


already mentioned for fuppoſing Iſhmael to have been a 


man of piety, receive additional weight from the conlide- 


ration which the Deity himſelf mentions as the great 


ground of his peculiar affd diſtinguiſhing favour to Iſh- 
macl. And, alſo, of the ſon of the bond-woman, ſaid 
« the Lord, will I make a nation, becauſe he is thy ſeed.” + 
And, when Abraham prayed, „O that Iſhmael might 
« hve before thee,” the anfwer was, As for Iſhmael, I 
4% have heard thee.” The Lord ſhowed favour to 1ſh- 
mael becauſe he was Abraham's ſeed ; and, for this reaſon, 


the ſeal of the covenant I will be a God to thee and t9 
thy /eed,”” was ſet upon him. Surely, when the Deity 


made Ifhmael au object of peculiar favour and bleſſing be- 


cauſe. he was Abraham's ſeed, this fame Iſhmael can, with 


very little appearance of reaſon, be produced as an in- 


ſtance in proof that the /zed, in the promiſe had no rela- 


tion to Abrabam' s natural of pringe But, 


2. Turks were peculiar reaſons why there ſhould 
be a diſtinction betwixt Iſaac and Iſhmael, even though it 
were the natural ſeed which 8 regarded in tho — 


—ů— 


ng 25. 17. 1 477 19. Cl. 4. 29. + Ce 
21. I 2, q Cenef. 17. 18, 20. 
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It was through 1/aae that the promiĩſe to ** 6700 
or thy ſeed ſhall all the nations of the earth be bleſſed, s was ts 
5 be eminently fulfilled: As, of Abrabam's feed through 
v8 ac, the Saviour of the world was to be born. But, this 
7 , 3s not all: //acc was made a type of the true church, 28 
we have before obſerved ; and, 7Þmacl, of its enemies 
' as their ſeveral anathers were before them. And, yet, 
Ws |- | cuis no argument that the ce was more really a child of 
1180 God, than the or; any more than it was that Sarah was 
1 pious, and Hagar an infidel. Still further ; as Iſaac was 
a child of promiſe, of faith, and Iſhmael was not; the 
Aiſtinct ion made betwixt them was eminently calculated 
to ſhew that merely being children of the fleſh to Abraham 
was not ſufficient to entitle them to the inheritance of the 
nk ſens of God ; but, over and above this, they muſt be the 
1 ſeed of Abraham in a higher and nobler ſenſe, even cid- 
6 teren of promiſe faith, In this light, as we have before 
i obſerved, the Apoſtle evidently improves the diſtinction 
which God, in bis providence, made betwixt theſe rwo 
ſons of the father of the faithful, ia his argument reſpec - þ 
ing the rejection of the Ifraelites to whom the We 
and the promiſes pertajued. 


— 


ZBor, it is objected, ſarther, that ** the command to 
e Abraham to circumciſe his ſervantt, and all the moles of 
- & bs bheufhold, is an evidence that the covenant of promiſe 
« of which errcumeiſion was a feal, did not, yea could 
8 not, reſpect his natural ſeed. And, that, therefore, cir- 
cumciſion could feat to Abraham no bleſfings for his 

* own natural offspring. 


bs reply to this objetion we obſerve, 


r. Taz it derives all its force from the fappofition 

that the kouſhold-ſeryants of Abraham were mere patients 

. in circumciſion ; and, that Abraham, with the authority 
„ ofa maker, ipod it upon them, 25 as he might oblige 
if» them. te wear any ather mart, in token of their fubjection 


| bs him, ond v6 bis property in them, If the adult a 
0 


—— — 


Sn ane. 22. 18. 
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Abrabem were not mere patients in being cirenntife#; 
dyt, voluntarily ſubmitted to it, in obedience to the com- 
mand of the God of Abraham; the ſame gracious covenant- 
propoſal may have been made to them, ns was made to 
Abraham himſelf; and, they might have cireumeiſed them - 
{elves and their children as 8 mark of their acceptance of 
God's gracious covenant relative to believing parents and 
their children. But, in order to a proof that the cireum - 
ciſion of infapts, and of the houſhald, was to beconſids 
ered as. a mark only of the dedication which the parent 
and the maſter made of his children and of his ferrants te 
f God ; it mult be fuppoſed that the adult male ſervants; in 
Abraham's family were as paſire in receiving circumciſion | 
es an infant. 


2. Ir is altogether correſpondent with the | 
character of Abraham to ſuppoſe that he inſtructed the ſer- 
vants of his houſehold in the knowledge and fear of the 
One true God. The inſpired hiſtorian had not accaſion 
to give the character of more than ave of the ſervants of 
Abraham, and that the eldeſt, who ruled over all that he 

F had.“ Thi appears to have been a man of eminent piety, 
who feared ang truſted in the Gad of his maſter Abraham. 
But, Cod, himſelf, ſays of Abraham, I know him that 
he will command his children 24 bis bore/thold after him, 
and they ſhall keep the way ef the Lord.“ 7 Theſe 
conſiderations are ſuſſicient to jultify the ſuppeſuſan and 
make it probable that, whatever knowledge Abraham 
| himſelf had of God, of his mind and will, and of the duty 
_ wwhich he required of his creatures 3 he communicated” jr 
to his Whole family, and inculcated it upon them. 


3. Wuzx we conſider the character af Abraham, dhe 
father of the faithful; whey we reflec upon the nature of 
religion as being a free and yohuntary thing, in Which 
every one is to act and apſwer for bimſelf - When we re- 
flect that circumc iſion, at Jealt in @4its, way God sap- 
pointed ſeal of a covenant - relation of the ſubiect t hin: 
The thought that Abraham, by the mere authority F A 
Waller, 


— Genef. 24. q Genef. 18. 19. | 


| 


7 
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maſter, ſhould eircumciG the adults of his houſehold, 
Without their voluntary and underſtanding- conſent, is 
hard to be digeſted, and ſcarcely poſſible to be admitted. 
But, on the other hand, when we conſider the laws + 
which afterwards exiſted in the common-wealth of Iſrael, 
For the admiſſion of ſtrangers to all the privileges of 
home · born ſubjects; it is much more natural and ra- 
tional, to ſuppoſe that the ſervants of Abraham' 8 houſe- 
hold received and practiſed circumcifion upon the ſame 
principles that Abraham himſelf did; and, that the mer- 
cy and grace of God's new covenant were as really open 
to them, as they were to Abraham. And, if this were, 
in fact, the caſe, the command to the Patriarch to cir- 
cumciſe himſelf, and all the males of his houſe, will, N 
then, imply no more than that he ſhould keep none in 
his family but ſuch as feared God and ſubmitted to his i in- 
ſtitutions. And, this view of the matter is every Way 
agreeable to the manifeſt deſign of the Deity in ſetting 
up a church in the family of Abraham, to by an and 
Feperate 10 the reſt of the world. 


Accoxbixdfx, it was the opinion of Mr. wol, and of 
the Critics cited by him in his Synopſis, that the adult ſer- 
vants of Abraham were not circumciſed by the mere au- 

thority of their maſter, without their own free and volun- 
tary conſent : And, this, they aſſert, was the opinion of 


1 1 learned doctors amongſt the Jews. 


Tuxsx obſervatians are ſufficient to anſwer the ob- 
jection drawn from the excluſion of Iſhmael from inher- 
iting with Iſaac; and, from the circumcifion of the 
males of Abraham's houſehold, againſt conſidering the 
_ © covenant eſtabliſhed with the father of the faithful as lay- 
ing up bleſſings for the natural offspring—and, equally ſo, 
for the natural feed of all who cordially embraced it :— 
And, if ſo, ſufficient to anſwer the objection, from theſe 
inſtances, againſt conſidering infant circumciſion as a ſeal of 
14 covenant-bleflings to the child. But, at leaſt, when the 
foregoing conſiderations are taken into view, the circum- 
* ciſion of Iſhmael, and of the ſervants of Abraham, will = 
$9 fall fax ſhort of being a valid and * * that i = 
* fan 
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fant-ciraumciſion was inſtituted merely as a ſign, or teſti- 
.monial, of parental dedication— not, at all, in any ſenſe, 
nor upon any condition to be performed by the parent, 
importing any bleſſing or good whatever to the child. 


Tusk objections, theretore, do not at all weaken 
the authority we have for conſidering the covenant of pro- 
miſe to Abraham, that The Lord would be a God to 

„% him, and to his ſeed after him, in their generations, 

In its /iteral and moſt natural ſexſe ; and, circumciſion, both 

of parent and of child, as a ſignificant mark of its ratifi- 

cation in this large and liberal conſtruction of it. Accor- 

ding to no other conſtruction of the covenant, and the ini- 

 * port of its ſea], can we ſee the propriety and pertineney 

of the Apoſtie's anſwers to the objection againſt the farth 

of God, drawn from his rejection of the Ifraclites, to 

whom the adoption, the glory, and the promiſes per- 
tained. 1 5 A. 


, | \ . 

THe way is now prepared to proceed in the general 
argument upon the nature and import of the . covenant by _ 
which believing parents were required, heretofore to ) 
cireumciſe, and now to baptize, their infant-{ced ; and, thę 
extent of its promiſes and bleflings, 


SECTION IV, 


General reaſons for ſuppoſing that the covenant of grace contains 
ö \ ble ſings for the ſeed believert. x. 


FF it be, as hath been before urged, that God's gra- 
cions covenant of promiſe with Abraham, the fath- 
er of the faithful, had any eſpecial and peculiar reſpect to 
his natural ſeed ; it will, undoubtedly, be admitted that 
the ſame covenant of promiſe, with whom ever it be eſ- 
tabliftred, hath alſo, eſpecial reſpe& to their natural ſeed. 

| Believers, of whatever nation, are the ſeed of Abraham; 
and, graffed into the ſame ſtock which bore bleſſings to 
him, and to his natural ſeed, And, as the bleſſing of 
| Abraham 
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Abraham is come on the Gentiles through Jeſus Chriſt ; 
the promiſes of the covenant of grace belong to all believ- - 
ers and their ſeed, in the ſame manner as they did to 
him, and his. That this is, in fact, the caſe, the follow - 
ing conſiderations would naturally lead us to ſuppoſe, via. 


1. Ir is altogether rational to ſuppoſe that there js 
proviſon e, in God's new and gracious covenant, for 
the {alygtion of infants. It is manifeſt, from divine reve- 
lation, that infants ſhare in the diſadvantages and evils 
which flow from the fall of our firſt parents. They ſuffer 
ome of the moſt bitter evils to which mankind are ſubjec. 
ted, in this world, as the fruit and conſequence of fin, 


Thus, the Apoſtle teacheth that, As by one man ſin en- 


, tered into the world, and death by ſin ; ſo death paſſ- 


< ed upon all men, for that all have ſinned. And, his 
_ - nmedlately proceeding to ſpeak of the reign of death 


from Adam to Mofes, leads us to view the evil of natural 
death as a penal conſequence of fin. The death of man- 
kind univerfally we are here taught to conſider as a fruit, 
or teſtimony of the diſpleaſure of God. Natural death 
was introduced, and has its reign, by fin. On whomever 
of the human race death comes, we have fafficient author- 
ity to conclude, it is a fruit of the holy anger of God.— 


And if, by the divine law and conſtitution, the infants of 


the human race are expoſed to ſuch a teſtimony of the an. 
r of God the whole current of divine revelation gives us 


"reaſon to ſuppoſe that they are expoſed to ſtill greater 


evils.” As, then, it is evident that they ſhare in the pe- 
nal evils of the fall of our firſt parents; we may ration- 
ally conclude that they are capable of partaking in the 
bleflings of the recovery by Chriſt, And, as Chriſt gave 
Bigaſeif 4 ranſom for a;) and is the propitiation for the ſins of 
the whole warld ; 7, it would be npreaſonable to ſuppoſe that 
ſo great a part of the human race as die in infancy, ſhould , 
be wholly paſſed over in that ample and glorious provi - 
fag which is made for the recovery of mankind. 


Wr are abundantly taught, from the Holy Serip- 


— 


Num. 5. 12. 51 Tim. 2. 6. F 1 Job! 2. 2. 


| * ] | 
tures, that the whols human race, infares not excepted, 
are under the curſo, They, all along, hive fired in 
thoſe evils in which the diſpleafure of God with x 1 
rebel lious race, has beert moſt viſibly and ftrik l ef 10 
played. They are born after the fſeſt, conceived in fin, 
and ſhaped zu inquity; and, as ſoon as they come nts 
the world, are the dif#prins, of the firft pair, whoſe fin 
and fall have entalled evil and miſery on their Ie po- 
terity. I his being the eaſe, it cannot rationally be beſiev- 
ed that the atonement of Chriſt, which is fs ample and 
fall, had no relation 16 this part of mankind ; and, cons * 
rained n providien for their recovery. And, if the 
atonement made by Chriſt had reſpect to this part of the 
human race ; it is no more thaff analogbus to ſuppoſe that, 
in that covenant and conſtiturion of mercy which is found- 
ed upon it, and eftabliſhed in Chriſt, there is fall and am- 
ple proviſion made tor their falvation : So that out of 
the mouth of babes and Haclling. God may n bie 
praife, 


Os this ground we cam fee the reafsn of the ind no- 
tice Which Chriſt was pleaſed to take of iE, ? when he 
was upon earth ; and, the propriety of his taking ſuck 
into his gracious arms, hen brought to him by believ= 
ing parents, and blefling them, and ſay ing that of fuch is 
the Kingdom of heaven. On this ground, tog, the pro- 
priety of fettiug the ſeal of that covenant which is eſtab · 
Hthed in Chriſt, on the infaut - feed of thoſe who are mems; 
bers of his body, aud belong to his Kingdom, is nenen 
and obvious. 


2. Avxo rn reuſon we have to ſuppoſe chr Che cove. 
enaut of grace eſtabliſied with believers reſpecłs and come 
prehends their offspring, may. be derived front the na- 
ture of that covenant under which mankind were origin- 
ally placed. This, if will be aFfowedon' alk fands, in- 
volved and comprehended the of-pring. God covenaut- 
ed with Adam, for his poſtdeity : And, the future fate of 
his poſterity was ſuſpendect on him, IF ke perſiffed in obe- 
dicuce, his children were to be Foy - Bu, if ke rebelled, 


they 
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they 1 were to be ſinful and undean. To this eſtabliſhment 

eed the conſtitution that the human race - ſhould come 
into exiſtence by generation The one of theſe, divine eon- 
ſtitutions correſponding with the other. And, as a con- 
ſtitution of this kind was begun, with mankind, at their 
original creation it is no more than reaſonable to ſup- 
poſe that it is til] continued, and will be continued, thro? 
all ſucceſſive generations. Accordingly, the parallel whick 
the Apoſtle draws, in his epiftle to the Romans, between 
Adam and Chriſt ; and, the light of ſaperiorisy i in whick 
he placeth the advantages accruing to the human race 
from the latter, to the diſadvantages which aroſe from 
the former; are naturally fitted to lead us to believe that 
the covenant of grace contains proviſion, not only for 
delievers, but for them and their ſeed after them. Chriſt 
is filed the laſt Adam,* which naturally leads to the 


jdea of the federal way in which God is pleaſed to deal 
with mankind under both the f, and the 4. And, from 


the compariſon which is made betwixt Adam and Chriſt as 
federal heads of their ſeveral offspring ; and, the ſuperi- 
ority of the advantages flowing from Chriſt, to the diſad- 
varitages derived to mankind from Adam; we might na- 
turally be led to fuppoſe that the advantages derived 
from Chriſt, to believers, relative to their ſeed, were, at 
leaſt, paramount to the diſadvantages which, in the ſame 
reſpect, were derived from Adam. If theve be no provi- 
| ſion made in the covenant of grace whereby believers, the 
members of Chriſt's body, may be inſtrumental of the re- 
covery of their offspring; there is nothing 1 in that new 
covenant eſtabliſhed in the /aft Adam, in this refpe& to 
c ountervail the diſadvantages and loſs which, by virtue 
of the covenant eſtabliſhed with the fi, have been en- N 
tailed on men :—Ss that, in this reſpect, grace doth not, in 
fact, abound ſo far as the offence. This, any one would 
eakily ſee, muſt conſtitute a very material difference be- 
twixt the abounding of the one, and of the other; and 
that, as to abounding, in fayour. of the latter : Which would 
be very far from being analogons to other repreſenta- 
tions made, in the word of God, of the riches and grace 
of the covenant which is eſtablithed 3 in Chriſt. | 
TY hy "db. ; Warn 
* 1 Cor. 15. 45+ 


1 

Wuürn the covenant with the Gf Adam condi 
parents and children togetker, fuſpending the fate of the 
latter upon the conduct of the former ; it would be no 
more than natural to ſuppoſe that the covenaut eſtabliſh 
ed in the 4a, ſhould be of the fame general tenour in 
that reſpe& : And, the ſuppoſition that it, in fact, is in 
this reſpect of the ſame tenour, js greatly rengtheged by 
the compariſons frequently made, in the holy ſeriptuxes 
between Adam and Chriſt. And, as the difadvantages 
ariſing from the fall of Adam, are more than compenſat- 
ed to the world by Chriſt; this would give us reaſon to 
ſupgoſe that, in the covenant eſtabliſhed in Chriſt, there 
is as real and ample proviſion made for bleſſings to be 
tranſmitted from believers to their ſeed, as there was in 
the covenaut made with the original parents of mankind, 
Accordingly, the Deity repreſents himſeM as conducting 
toward the world on this plan, under the diſpenſation of 
the covenant 6f grace. Thus he ſaith to his people, Iſ- 
rael ; I the Lord thy God am a jealous God, viſiting 


the iniquity of the fathers upon the children unto . the 


( third and fourth generation of them that hate me: and, 
& ſhewing mercy unto thoufands of them that love me and 


« keep my commandments. And, Moſes ſays to the 


people, know therefore that the Lord thy God, be is 


God, the faithful God, which keepeth covenant and. 


© mercy with them that "Jobs him, and keep his com- 
-. 0 mandments, to a thouſand generations.“ Agreeable 


to this view of the nature of the covenant of grace, God, 


promiſed to faithful Abraham, Iwill be a God to , 
and to thy feed after thee, in their generations.“ 


Nox is this view of the grace of Goil's new covenant 
and the extent of its bleſſings, any more than anſwera-” 
ble to the ideas we pught to entertain of the greatneſs 
and glory of that divine love wherewith God hath loved 
us, „that while we were yet ſinners, Chriſt died for 
« us :”j That, as his perfect and holy Juſtice viſits _ 
the evils of the tranſgreſſions of parents upot their chil-* 
dren s that mercy which rejoiceth over judgment, ſhould 

Fiſit 


* Exod. 20. 5, 6. Deut. 7. 9. + Rem. 5.8, 
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viſit the bleſſings, and the pracious rewards, of the faitls 
and obedience of parents, upon their children. As the 
firſt, is but a proper teſtimony. of the righteous difplea+ 
ſure of God with Adam, for his diſobedience'; the /, i 
no more than. an adequate expreflion of the well pleased. | 
neſs of God with Chriſt, for his glortous work and obedi- 
ence. 3 1 Sag A 


IZ. Tux nature and extent of the propitiation of 
Chriſt for ſin, might naturally lead us to ſuppoſe that the 
new covenant. eſtabliſhed in him, contains proviſion for 
perperuating bleſſings to the poſterity of thoſe who em- 
brace it. | 


rut atonemeut which. Chriſt made, was for the fins 
of the world. He gave himſelf a ranſom for all, to be 


i teſtified in due time.“ And he is the propitiation for 


% our ſins: and not for ours only, but alſo for the ſins 
* of the Whole world.” It would be no more than na- 
rural to fuppofe that tIfe covenant which was eſtabliſhed 
in, and ſprinkled with, that blood which made atone- 
ment for alk; thoyld, alſo, ittelf contain proviſion for 
extending its bleflings to poiterity. For, if it did nor, 
the richneſs and extent of its bleflings would not ſeem to 
correſpond with the worth and virtue of that precious 
blood with which it is ſprinkled, and iu which it is rati- 
fied and confirmed. The riches and grace of the new cov- 
enant do,” in fact, unqueſtionably correſpond. with the 
worth and virtue et that blood with whick it is ſprinkled, 


aud in which it is eſtabliſhed ; and, are commenſurate 
therewith. © But, on no other hypotheſis is this correſ- 


pondence fo vilibte, as on that which ſuppoſeth the cov-. 
enant of grace to be ſo foxtffed as to trauſmit its bleſſings 
to poſterity. And, if this be the nature, and theſe the- 
riches, of the covenant of grace; its nature, and the 
richneſs of its bleſſimgs, bave ever been the ſame, from its 
firſt and original eſtabliſbwent ; even though leſs clearly 
revealed. The covenant of grace revealed to our firſt pa- 


xents after the fall, is the ſame as that which was —_— 


* 


f * 1 Tim. 2. 6. N a d ET Johe: 2. 22 
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ed to Abraham, the father of the ſaithſul ; and, the ſame 

as that which now ſubſiſts, and in all ages has ſubſiſted, be- 
twixt God and believers. And, to view this covenant as 

formed, in its original conſtitution, for tranſmitting its 

bleſſings to the poſterity of believers, from father to ſen, 

thi ough ſucceſſive. generations, gives the nobleſt ideas of 
the richneſs and glory of divine grace—ideas every way 
correſponding with the extent of the value of Chriſt's 
atonement, and the amplitude of the proviſion made for 
the recovery of a loſt world. 


THreset ideas, and this view of the nature of the cov- 
enant of grace, gives us to ſee the ſufficiency, the pleni- 
tude, of the proviſion which is made for the recovery of 
the whole human race ; correſponding with the extent 


and value of that atonement which has been made for all. 


No other view of the covenant gives ſuch ſcope to bur 
ideas of the depth of the riches both of the wiſdom and 


knowledge of God ! How unſearchable are his judgments, 
and his ways paſt fading out ! 


Non, would this view of the covenant of grace, fur- 
niſhed in its original eſtabliſhment for tranſmitting its 
bleilings to the lateſt poſterity, give us any more than the 


proper counter-remedy of the evils tranſmitted, from the 


firſt parents of mankind, to the whole race of their de- 
ſceudants. Neither would this any more imply the ſalva- 
tion of all, than the plenitude of that atonement which 
is made for the ſins of the world, implies that all ſhall ac- 
tually be recovered aud ſaved. | 


Non, yet, would this view of the nature of the cov- 
enant of grace, and of the plenitude of proviſion made in 
it, from its earlieſt eſtzbliſhment, for tranſmitting its 
dleſſings, from father to ſon, to the lateſt poſterity, in 


any meaſure contravene the purpoſe of God according to ele- 


tion, That the covenant ſhould contain this proviſion for 

extending its bleſſings, is no more inconſiſteut with the 

ſoverciguty of God in the election of ſinners, than ary 

ſufficiency of proviſion for the recovery of all is inconſiſtent 

with this doctrine. Let the proviſion be what it ways 
| " | , 


( 


„ 
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| the application of it depends on the good pleaſure of 


pep * the purpoſe of God according to + election, 


Wuar the terms are, on the ns part, on which 


| he may expect that, through divine grace, bleſhngs may 


be extended to his ſeed : And, Whether every degree of 
grace which entitles him to the bleſſings of pence and par- 
don for himſelf, authoriſes the — of the fame 
bleſſings far his child; will be hereafter conſidered. 


4. Tukxx are many things in God's providential 
dealings with men, aud in divine inſtitutions, which na- 
turally tend to give the idea ot, a connexion, in moral 
things, betwixt parents and children. 


Ir is qwi ng to nothing but a divine law that 
finful men tranſmit their moral characters to their poſter- 


ity. In the mere nature of things, aſide from an eſtabUſh- 


ed law of divine operation, we fee nothing to connect the 


oharaQer of parent and child; and, no reaſon why that 
of the latter ſhould be of the ſame complexion as that of 
the former. We ſee not why a holy parent might not 
beget a ſinful child ; and, a ſinful parent beget one that 
is holy, We may diſcover wiſdpm in that divine conſtitu- 
tion which originally eſtabliſhed a connexion betwixt 
parents and children, bath as to good and evil. This 
connexion, however, is owing only to divine conſtitu- 
tion, or an eſtabliſhed mode of divine operation. 


Bor, there is no more natural inconſiltexicy in ſuppo- 


ming that pious parents ſhould tranſmit a good moral char- 


acer to their poſterity, than that impious parents ſhould 
tranſmit one that is bad. It is as ſuppoſeable, in the na- 


ture of things, that holy parents ſhould be inſtrumental 
of the holineſs of thear offspring, as that parents who are 


ſinful ſhould þe inſtrumental of the wickedneſs of their 
polterity. And, as has been before obſerved, ſeeing 
this connexion, betwixt parents and children, actually 
took place under the firſt Adam; it is no more than na- 
tural to ſuppoſe that à ſimilar kind of connexien, be- 
twixt 


| 61 ] 
twixt paregts and children, ſhould be eſtabliſhed under 
tke ſecond. . 3 | 


AGKSEABLY to the former conſtitution, the firſt thing 
which was noticed by the parents of mankind after their 
fall, naturally tended te lead their thougits" to poſterity, 
and ſuggeſt the effect it would have upon their offspring. 
And, agreeably to the latter, the firſt ſeal of a covenant 
of promiſe and grace ever appointed to be ſet on believers, 
was of à nature exceedingly fitted to ſuggeſt the hope 
that the current of vice frem father to ſon ſhould, under 
this diſpenſation, be interrupted ; and, that, inſtead 
thereof, purity and holineſs ſhould deſcend from parent 
to child. | . 


Tas firſt alteration which the parents of mankind 
obſerved in themſelves, after the fall, was, that they 
were nated ; and, they were afraid. Their innocence 
was now gone: and, the covenant by which they might 
have tranſmitted holineſs and goed tq their poſterity, an 
their part wickedly violated ; and, the advantage they 
had for this end, forever gone, And, now, the naked- 
neſs which they diſcovered in themſelves, would natural. 
Iy lead their thoughts to poſterity ; and, teach them that, 
by their own wickedneſs, they had, in effect, deprived 
their offspring of that glory in which they, themſelves, 
were originally created; and, inſtead of tfunſmitting 
honour and bleſſings to them, they ſhould convey only 
ſhame and the curſe. That the effects of that fall which 
was, in fact, to have ſo vaſt and melancholy an influence 
upon poſterity, ſhould, in this way, be firſt diſcovered ; 
was bat agreeable to that figurative mode of jinſtruction 
which was early adopted by the Deity, and continually 
made uſe of, from the time of the frlt graciogs promiſe to 
man, down to the coming of Chriſt. 


AcrorDINGLY, when God rencwed his covenant with 
Abraham, from whom that ſeed of the woman wha vas 
to bruife the ſerpent's head ſhould proceed; and, firſt ap · 

ointed a ſeal of the gracious promiſe that be would be a 
od to him, and to his ſeed after him; the ſeal — 
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of fuch a nature as was, every way, calculated to turn his 
thoughts to poſterity, and the intereſt which his offspring 
had in the bleſſings of this covenagt of promiſe :—cr- 
evnciſion naturally ſuggeſting the thought that, under | 
this new and gracious conſtitution, proviſion was made 
for cutting off that ſtream in which corruption and ruin 
would otherwiſe perpetually flow, from parent to child, 
to the lateſt poſterity. And, as circumciſion was ſignift- 
cant of ſome internal, moral change, and was expreſſive 
of cutting off the ſins of the heart; in this view, it was 
fitted, to ſuggeſt to the father of the faithful, the advanta- 
ges put into his hands, for tranſmitting the bleſſings of 
this gracious covenant of promiſe, to his offspring. And 
the command that not only the parent, but the male · ſeed 
alſo, in its earlieſt infancy, ſhould be circumciſed, - was 
no more than correſpondent with the promiſe that the 
Lord would be a God to him, and to his ſeed after him | 
in their generations; handing down bleflings, from genera» 
tion, to generation, to the lateſt poſterity. . 
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AGain ; the original inſtitution of the paſſ-over, and 
the declared deſign of it, was admirably fitted to impreſs 
a full belief upon the minds of the Iſraelites, that God's 
gracious promiſe to Abraham comprehended, alſo, the 
leed. It is to be remembered that it was in faithfulneg 
to that covenant of promiſe which God made with Abra. 
ham when circumciſion was inſtituted, that He came 
down to deliver his people from the bondage in which 
they were held by the Egyptians. And, when the 
Lord brought the laſt plague upon the Egyptians, and 
paſſed through the land to flay all their firſt-born ; He 

| then inſtituted the paſſ-over for the redemption of Iſrael 
and their. firſt- born. It was by the blood of the paſchal 
lamb that the Hebrews were ſaved from this calamity, and 
their firſt· born redeemed from the general ruin. That 
people could not, when they left Egypt, have the pre- 

„ {ſence of the Lord to go with them, in the pillar of cloud 
by day, and of fire by night; and, his merciful wing 
ſpread over them and their children; until there were 
6x} an atonement made, by ſacrifice and blood, for them 


and 


1 
and for their children. Here, then, we may reniark, 


r. Thar this deliverance of the Hebrews i Is the moſt 
lively image we, any where, find of the great and glori- 
ous deliverance * out, by Chriſt, for the people 
& God. 


2. Tux pad over was & clear and lively image of the 
death and atonement ef Chriſt. Hence it is that he is 
called the lamb of God ; and, that his people are ſaid to be 
redeemed by his bi, And, hence it is that Chriſt is ſaid 
to be our poſſ-2wer who is ſacrificed for us.) As the deliver- 
ance of the, Hebrews was a type of the more glorious ſal- 
vation of the whole people of God; ſo, the: paſchal lamb 
was a type of Chriſt ; and, its blood, of the blood of Chrilt. 


$26" Tu inſticotion of the pafl- over, a0 the ſacriſice 
of the paſchal lamb, bad à particular relation to the in- 
fant-ſeed. The declared defign of the inſtitution was the 
redemption of the firft-born of Iſrael, among which, with- 
out queſtion, were comprehended infants. This; in con- 
nexion vith the deſtruction brought upon the firſt- born of 
kgypt, naturally ſuggeſted to the Hebrews the expoſed- 

neſs of their own offspring to the jaſt gy of heaven. 


Aa 
T1fSE chings being taken into view, when it was 


known that it was in faithfulneſs to his promiſe to Abra- 
ham that God came down to deliver this people, How 
could they otherwiſe underſtand this covenant of promĩie 
than as comprehending believers and their ſeed? And, 
when the ſacrifice of the paſchal lamb had a particular re- 
ſped to the ſeed of thofe by whom it was offered up, How 
can we ſuppoſe that the covenant of promiſe-made with 
all believers, and eſtabliſhed aad ratified by the blood of 
the Lamb which taketh away the fins of the world, is not 
formed to comprehend believers and their ſeed . Suppo- 
fag the covenant now ſubſiſting betwixt God and -beliey- 
ers, doth not comprehend alſo their ſeed, How unlike is 
u to that covenant of promiſe.with Abraham, in faith- 
fulneſa 


— — 
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folnefs to which God delivered the charen of Heal fic 
the Egyptian yoke ! And, if the ſacrifice of Chriſt has no 
other reſpe& to the ſeed of believers, -than it hath to the 
feed of the wicked, In how imperfect a -meafure doth it 
anſwer to its type, the facrifice of the paſchal ! 
which redeemed the firſt-born of the people of God, when 
vengeance fell npon the firſt- born of his enemies 1 Had 
the children of Iirael fuppoſed, before this, that infants 
circumciſion implied no participation of the ſeed with the 
parent, in the bleſſings of the covenant. of which this was 
a ſeal ; the expreſs deſign and object of the paſſ-over was 
exceedingly fitted to correct their miſtake. For thi« the 
parent found was a ſacrifice offered, not only for himſelf, 
but for his child; in the fruits and benefits of which the 
children ſhared with their parents. Whatever might 
have been their apprehenſions before, it ſeetns as though 
the children of Ifrael could not now underſtand the pro- 
miſe *©1 will be a God to thee and to thy ſoed after thee, 
otherwiſe than as having relation to the offspring, and 
laying up bleſſings for the natural ſeed of thoſe who fear- 
ed God—a promiſe in accompliſhment of which this great 
deliverance, through the blood of the pafchal lamb, was 
wrought, both for them, and for their children. Now 
they might underſtand the import of Abraham's being 
called to ſacriſice his ſon, and the ſubſtitution of a ram, 
or a lamb, in the room of the child; and, learn with 


what unreſervedneſs believers maſt give up their child- 


ren to God, that, through the blood of rennt, they 
may receive them again forever. 


Arr theſe grand tranſactions and lively figures, 
and the expreſs inſtitutions of heaven for perpetuating, 
their memory, to the lateſt generations; How can we ſup- 
pole—How could the children of Iſrael poflibly believe, 
that the atonement did not, in ſome peculiar manner, re- 
ſpe& the ſeed of believers -; and, that the covenant of pro- 


for their ſalvation:? 


TrEsE general obſervations naturally lead us to ſup- 


poſe that the covenant of grace provides blellings for be- 
lievers and their feed after them, SEC, 


miſe did not peculiarly provide, on ſome terms or other, 
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C ntain ing more, direſt evidence that God's gracious covenaut»of 
, £19796 with Kum bleſſings for their claire: 


Wild we can Akcertain the extent of the — 
made to the father of the faithful, we ſhall be 
üble t determine the nature and extent of the promiſes 
made Lo believers. The bleſſings of the covenant which 
ſubſiſts bet wixt God and believers, are really, as large 
and extenſive, as thoſe of the ſame covenant which ſubſiſt- 
ed betwixt God and Abraham. We, therefore, —— 


. 


Tuer, if it be true that the promiſes of that ve 
nant, of which circumciſion was the ſeal, reſpectæd the 
natural ſeed of Abraham; it muſt be evident that the pro- 
miſes of the fame covenant with belieyers, , reſpe&, their 
natural ſeed. The gracions covenant which God eſtab- 


limed With Abraham, is, efſentially, the ſame as that 


which ſubſiſts betwixt God and behevers, in all ages. And, 
though the premiſes to Abraham contained certain things 
which were peculiar tb him, in dilinction from believ- 
ers of othet nations—fuch as that , in his ſeed, Chriſt, all 
the naridns of the earth Gould be bleſſed —that his ſeed 
ſhould inherit the land of Canaan, &c. yet, all the eſſen · 
. tial bleſſings of the covenant, in their full and largeſt ex- 

rent, are equally ſecured to all believers, in every gene- 
ration, as they were to Abraham himſelf. The grand 
and. chief bleſſing of the covenant, was, that the Lord 
would be his God. This implies all good. And, this 
greateſt of all bleſſings equally belongs, and is equally ſe- 
cured, to all believers,. of whatever nation. And, if this 
gracious, covenant contained a promiſe. to Abraham that 
the Lord would be a God, not only to him, but to his 
leed after him; it, alſo, contains the fame promiſes to 


all bellevers: For, they are, all, branches of _ fame 
olive tree, which bore Abraham, | 1 


5 Ta wt the covenant eſtabliſhed with . reſ- 
pected _ natural ſeed, and promiſes its bleſhngs to 


[ | | them, 
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them, it is apprehended has been already proved in the 
preceding parts of this inquiry. The arguments there 
offered, in ſupport of this opinion, need not here be re- 


peated. It may not, however, be impertinent to add, 


here, ſome further obſervations teriding; more clearly to 
illuſtrate, and fully evince this truth. * 


- 


7. It is manifeſt that the promiſe to Abraham , of the 
land of Canaan, reſpected his natural feed, Here there 
is no*room for diſpute. And, it is equally clear, from 
the expreſs words og the covenant, that God promiſed to 
Abraham to be the God of his natural ſeed, as to give 
them that good Iand Then the promiſe was; «1 


 «< will eſtabliſh my covenant between me and thee, and 


« thy feed after thee, in their generations, for an cver- 
* laiting covenant ; to be a God unto tkhee, and to thy 
s ſect after thee. Ad will give unto thee, and to thy 
« feed after thee, the land wherein thou art a ſtranger, 
* all the land of Canazn, for an everlaſting poſſeſſiom; 
and 1 will be their God.“ The promiſe is, eſſential- 


Iv, one and the ſame, both in the ſeventh, and in rhe 
_ eighth verſes. The copulative ad, Which connects the 


two verſes, fhews tlat the ſeed expreſſed in both is, alſo, 
the ſame. According)y, the promiſe of the gift of the 
Tand of Canaan concludes with the promiſe, ard Z will be 


if, er Ced, 


Tus covenant with Abraham contained the ſame ſe- 


curity tha? the Lord would be a God to his natural ſeed, 
as that the nd of Canaan ſhould be given to his natural 
ſeed. The promiſe was as explicit in one reſpe&, as in 
the other: And, as evidently regarded the natural ſeed 
in one caſe, as in tre other. The ſame . divine promiſe 
which ſecured to Abrabam the land of Canaan for a poſ- 
ſeſſion for his natural ſeed ; with equal explicitneſs ſecured 


0 him the bleſſing that the Lord would be their God. — 


Whatever ſecurity there was that ſome parts of the bleff- 
fngs of the promiſe ſhould deſcend to the natural feed”; 
there was the ſame, alſo, that others ſhor'd, There was 
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dhe ſume ſecurity of the deſcent of the whole, as of any 
2 ts . this ſecuriry was, the * +. | 


11 Was the bras thing, 2, Cor the Lord to be 3 
God to Abraham's ſeed, as to be a God to Abraham Vim- 
ſelf. And, the bleſſing of being a God to lis ſeed, was es 
great as that of being a God to him—and, as expreſsly 
promiſed: This premiſe contaived as much in it for rhe 
child, as it did for the parent. Did c imply, ro the pe- 
rent, that the Lord would be hie portion forever; it im- 

lied the ſame, alſo, reſpecting the child. Did the pro- 
miſe of the land of Canaan, 80 Abraham, imply that he 
ſhould have the heavenly:Cangan fer an everlaſting inher- 
itance; the promiſe ef it te him, for his ſeed, implied, 
alſo, that they ſhould have the heavenly Cihaan for an 
everlaſting polleſſign. And, under the ſame conditions 
which, in virtue of this - promiſe, the might Haim rhe 
one ; ; they might, alſo, the other. The ſame things, the 
ſame qualifications, which gave the natural ſeed ot Abra- 
ham, a. covenant-right to the land of Canaan ; gave 
them, alſo, a covenant · right to the heavenly inheritance, 


Fon theſe promiſes, How can we avoid the concla-” 
fon, chat God's gracious covenant with believers contains 
bleflings for their children ? It will not be ſaid that the 
{ced of Abraham to which was promiſed the land of Ca- 
naan, was not a vatural, but a ſpiritual ſeed: For, this 
would Katly contradatt the explanation which Cod him- 
ſelf, both in word, and by a moſt remarkable ſeries of 
providences, has given of his own promiſe. Should it be 
{aid that the promiſe that the Lord would be the God cf 
the natural ſeed ot Abraham, implied no more than that 
He would give unto them the land of Canaan for a poleſt- 
ion; it might, with equal reafon, be ſaid that the pro, 
miſe to Abraham that the Lord would be his God, impli- 
ed no more than that this land fhould be given to hing 
for a poſleſſion. For, the promiſes to Abraham, reſpect ; 
ing himſelf, and his feed, are conceived in the fame terms. 
« And, I will eſtabliſn ov covenant betwet me one 

| «thee, 


\ 
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#/ thee, and thy ſeed.after thee to be a God upto thee; 
Fs aud! to "thy. ſeed after thee, and will give unto hee, 
15 and to thy ſeed after thee, the land in whichithou att a 
&« ſtranger“ There is nothing appearing in the words 
ofthe promiſe, to limit the bleſſing,” as to tlie Teed, any 


þ more thay as to the parent. All that was here promiſed 
ry to Ahraham / for hümſelf, was equally promiſed to him for 
1 his ſeed; And, this, too, his natural ſeed. It is manifeſt, 7 
i therefore; that God's gracious covenant of promiſe with hl 
1 Abrabam, did, in fact, provide bleſſings for his children, al 
ql his natural ſeed... Had, there is the ſame evidence, from cf 
i the expreſs words; of the promiſe, that it provided eternal, | Ic 
as that it. providegl tempora/ bleſſings for them: And, the oF 
ſame ſeal which ratified the promiſe of 02,” ratified alto, | 2 
and that, to the ſame degree, the other. vi Had Abraham ne- 2 
pleted, or refuſed, the duty on his part; towards his Ha- 
tural ſeed, when gjreumeiſfiow was Juſtituted ; he could * 
have. claimed, by virtue of the covenant, the fulfilment | 
on God's part of no part of the promiſe ; not even - that * 
of the beſtuwment of the land of Canaan, upon his poſter- - 
ity, for a poſleſſion. But, on his compliance with the be 
duty on his part required, he had a covenant - fight to the — 
bleſling promiſed. And, that compliance with duty, on e 
his part, which nhortsd him to expect that temporal MM 
bleſſings would deſcend to his ſeed ; equally authoriſed 
him to expect the deſcent of ſpiritual. For, al 
2. Hap that parental duty which was implied i in the ' 
| practice of ant- circumciſſon, and connected with it, been = 
faithfully and punctually performed; and, yet, the land R 
| of Canaan not given to the Children of Abraham ;. ic — 
4 might with reaſon, for aught we can ſee, be objected ſe 
| - that God had ſaſtered his faithfulneſs to fail, | K 
| Norwirnsr ANDING all the wickednels and unfaithful. : 
| neſs of the Jewiſh nation, from age to age, their final re- St. 
l | ze&tion did, in fa&, occaſion an objection againſt the g 
| truth of God. This. objection the Apoſtle removes by $ 


bringing into view the unbelief and unfaithfulneſs of the 
Jews, themſelves. Le ſays, «© What if ſome did not be- 


| lieve ? 


== * 
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liexe : Shall their unbelief make the faith of God Weh 
aut effect ?* The, ſews polſleſed thoſe oracles of God 
Which contained all che great and gracious promiſes mage 
to Abraham and his ſeed, with the addition of numerous 
directions, how to obtain and perpetuate the enjoyment of 
Us blefliggs of that gracious» covenant. But „through 
their on unbelief and wickedneſs, not through. the un- 
{aithfulneſs, of God, the promiſe ſecmed in ſome meaſure bs : 
tail. This ſuppoſeth that there were certain condition 
and duties incumbent en every generation, to he perform - 
ed. toward the ſucceeding one, iu order that the promifed 
bleſlings of the covenant might be perpetuated, from pa- 
rent, to child. The reaſonings of the Apoſtle, upon the 
ſahject, evidently admit that had theſe conditions and du- 
ties been faithtully performed, ant yet the promiſed bleſ- 
lings withholden, there would have been ground for the 
objection, Infant - circumciſion was an eſſential term, on 
Abraham's, part, and ſo on the part of every ſueceſſi ve pa- 
rent, in future generations, of his, and of their, inherit- 
ing the bleſſings contained in the covenant of promiſe ; 
and, handing them down to the next generation. Even 
the lapd-of.Cataan, without à compliance with the com- 
mand to circumeiſe the male - offering, could not have 
been poſſeſled i in virtue of a unn 


Tux circumciſing of infants had many other parent- 
al duties connected with it; which are largely pointed 
out, and abundantly inſiſted on, in the Moſaic law. And, 
as far as this rite was a ſeal of parental dedication, it muſt 
alſo have been a ſeal of paremtal engagements to perform 
the other duties connected with it. This parental dedi- 
cation, together with, other duties annexed to it, had 
the good of the child, and the beſtowment, upon it, of 
the bleſſings of the covenant, connected, by divine pro- 
mile, with their faithful performance. So that, as infant- 
circumciſion-fealed; on one part, the engagements and 
duty of the parent ; it did, alſo; on the other, the gra- 
eius promiſe of ne Ti mult be ſo, unleſs it would 


have 
— 


? Rom. 3. 3. 
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have.been conſiſtent with all the promiſes of the coyenang 


Which God made with Abraham, when He inſtituted the 
L£gn-of circumciſion, never to have given to his poſterity, 
even the land of Canaan ; and that, although afl the pa- 


rents, in every ſucceſlive generation, had faithfully per- 
formed, all the duties connected with a dedication of their 
ofispring, to God, in circumciſion. When it can be made 


to appear that, under theſe circumſtances, it would have 


deen conſiſtent with the pramiſes made to Abraham, for 
the Deity never to have brought his poſterity into the 
poſſeſſion of that promiſed land; then, and not till then, 
it may appear that infant · circumciſion was merely a ſign 
of parental dedication; and, nat, alfo, a ſeal of promiſ- 
ed bleſſings to the child. If the faithful practice of pa- 
rental duties intitled to he promiſe of any bleffings what- 
ever for the child ; the circumciſion of infants was a ſeal 
of that divine promiſe. And if, on the other hand, no 
promiſe of bleſſings on the children, were ſealed by pa- 
rental dedication of them in circumciſion ;* there never 
could have been the leaſt ground for impeaching the cove- 
nant-faithfulneſs of Gad, however faithful the parent in 
every ſucceſſive generation, had the natural poſterity of 
Abraham been perfectly extin& before they had ever been 
brought into the Canaanitiſh land. Hence it appears that 
the beſtowment of that good land for a poſſeſſi on by a divine 


- promiſe, depended on the practice of infant-circnmciſion, 


from age to age, in every ſueceſſive generation and, on 
other Parental duties connected with it. 


3. I- the Deity were bound, in covenant-faithfulneſs, 
to give the land of Canaan for a poſlefſion to the natural 
o15pring of Abraham, on oondition that infant-circum- 
ciſion was practiſed, and thoſe parental duties connected 


with it faithfully performed in every ſucceſſive genera- 


tion; He was, alſo, equally bound, in covenant faithful- 
ne{s, on the ſame condition, to be the Cod of the ſame na- 
tural offspring of the father of the faithful, in their ſuc- 


ceſſive generations. By the ſame gracious promiſe by 


which the Deity bound himſelf to the former; He, equal- 
by bound himſelf co the latter, The promiſe to be a God 
to 


| CY n 
60 Abraham's natural feed, is as full and explicit, as We 
promiſe to give them that good land. And, the ſame con- 
ditions upon which one of theſe bleſſings were promiſed, 
the other was, alſo, And, that z parental. dedication ef 
the male · offering, to God, in circumciſion, was a requi- 
ite qualification, through ſucceſſive generations, for theit 
coming into poſſeſſion of the promiſed land; appears 
from what, in fact, took place. Had Abraham refufed 
to circumciſe himſelf, and his houſehold, according to the 
commandment, given him by God; the Lord would, nej- 
they have been his God, nor given to him and to his ſeed, 
the promiſed land, But, if the Deity bound hiniſelf, by 
covenant to beſtow the bleſſings expreſſed in the promiſo, 
if &trcumeifion: were duly practiled, and its concomitant 
duties performed; it will evidently appear that this rite 
was a ſeal, on God's part, of his covenant /of promiſe ; 
and, on the parent's part, of a dedication ofthe offspring 
to God, which entitled to promiſed bleflings for the poſ- 
terity. And, rhe blefling for poſterity to Which the pa- 
rent was entitled by a gracious promiſe, upon à faithful 
diſcharge of parental duty, was, that the Lord would be 
their God, This is the ſum of all good. This compre- 
bends all the bleſſings of the covenant of grace, in their 
Full extent. It is the fame thing, for the Lord to be a 
God to the ſeed of Abraham, 28, to Abraham himſelf. 


As a teſtimony that the Lord would be a God to A- 
brafiam, and to his ſeed after him, in their generations, 
the land of Canaan was given them for a poſleſſion. In 
virtue of theſe promiſes, Abraham, both expected, and 
inherited, an heavenly country.“ And, by the ſame au- 
thority-by which he expected a heavenly country far 
himſelf ; hey alto, upon a faithful performance of duty on 
his part, might expect it for his offspring: For, the pro- 
miſe as much ſecured the one, as the other. Accordingly, 
thoſe qualifications which entitled the lraclites by a divine 
promiſe, to the pollefſion of the land of Canaan ; entitled 
thew, alſo, to the privilege of having the Lord for 8 


das * Heb. 11. 14—16. 


| cr generations. P 
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Sea, wy * in due time, e into ue. af 
A heavenly country. 


I 44. 


IT 4. Wr find, in fack, that the eiten of A 1 


together with the concomitant parental duties, was con- 
nected with their being in a regular church-ſtate ; and, 
with the tranſmiſſion of the en of ſuch a ſtate, to 


* ' * F $4 „ 
4 a 2 . 


* erected a church in Ay Fawily of- Able and, 


continued it in his family, until the coming of Chriſt.— 


This was the true, Cathelje Church; and, the only true 
church there, then, was upon earth. In this church God 
dwelled : and, te this church, gave the moſt gracious to- 
kens of his preſence, his protection, and his favour. For 


this church he wrought the moſt ſignal and remarkable de- 


liverances : And, here were the moſt remarkable diſplays 
of divine power and grace. As God eſtabliſhed his church 
in the family of Abraham; To, in the covenant which he 
made with him, promiſing to be a God to him, and to his 
ſeed after him, in their generations, he made proviſion 
for the church to be continued, and perpetuated in his fa- 
mity, to the lateſt poſterity. In this ſenſe the covenant 
with Abraham was anFoerlaſting covenant. The covenant 
was formed to be, in this reſpect, perpetual. Yet, all 
the proviſion which was made for perpetuating the chutch 
was, the command to circumciſe every man- child, tegeth- 


er with the neceſſary concomitant parental duties ; ; which 


were more largely explained afterwards. Upon the prac- 
tiſing this rite, and the performance of concomitant du- 
ties, each ſucceſſive generation roſe up into a church.— 
And, the church ſo formed and continued from one gener- 
ation to another, was the only church, which Go had, 
upon earth. This church, thus formed, God owned as 
his true church. Circumciſion was an initiating ſeal ; and, 
the only door. of entrance into this church; As, he who 
was uncircumciſed, let other things be as they might, was 
ſeparated from the congregation of the Lord. The pa- 
rent alſo, who ſhould neglect to circumciſe his male-offer- 
ing, according to the cenie, = off, both bimfelf, 
| and 
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hd fits thitdren, from the Bug Ic VEL char 
infant circumciſtan, in connexion. with other parental du- 
ties, was not merely a fign of the parent keeping coyen- 
ant with God ; but, over and above this, introduced the 
child. into the church af God, 0" 


Wurrxyrt evidence we have that, ee to di- 


vine eonſtirution, grace is, and ever has been, a 2 | 


qualification for nemberftip in the rtue” church of God 
We have the ſame evidence that the coyenant which God 


cltabli hed irh the father of the faithful, made proviſion 


for gracous qualifications to be tranſmitted, from parent, to 
wy, through e generations. 


Ir che church were tobe eontinded and perpetinted i in 
thefamily of Abraham down to ſuccefive generations, by 
the practice of infant · circumciſion, and ſuch other paren- 
tal duties as were implied j in it ; the neceſſary qualifica- 
tions for memberſhip in this church, were, alſo, upon 
the conſtant performance of theſe. duties, to be perpetuat- 


ed from parent, to child. And, as all the proviſion which 


was made for the continuatian of a Church in the family 


of Abraham, was contained in that covenant of promiſe 


in which God engaged to him to be a God to him, and to 
His feed after him, in their generations; together with 
the inſtitution of circumciſion, both for parent and child ; 
we mult ſuppoſe the foundation of the Ifraelitiſh church 
to has e been entirely altered from what it was at its firſt 
conſtitution, if the covenant did not make proviſion. for 
the ſacceflive initiating ſeal into it, to be accompanied 
with the original neceſſary qualification for being mem. 
bers of this church. 


Acain ; it the church of Iſrael, according to divine 
conſtitution had a covenant-right to the poſſeſſion of the 
land of Canaan, only upon condition of their fearing and 
ſerving the Lord: the ſame qualifications which. gave 
them a title & promiſe. to this land, gave them an 


. AE: EPs promiſe, to a heaverily 


inheritance. 
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W inhe ricance. This is perfectly e to the tepour 'of 
{48 the promiſe to Abraham, And 1 wilt give unto thee, 
1 and to thy ſeed after thee, the land wherein thou art 
« a ſtranger, all the land of Canaan, for an everlaſting 
1 % poſlſeſſion; and F will be their Cod.“ But, if upon the þ 
f conſtant practice of infant - eircumeiſion, and the faithful 

15 performance of parental duty, God graciouſly-boundhim- 

M ſelf by promiſe to give that land to the natural ſeed" of , 
"in Abraham; He, upon the ſame terms bound himſelf to be- 
Po, ſtow the qualifications upon which they, would de entithed, 
il by promiſe, to this land. And, if the covenaht with Abra- 
: ham contained a promiſe of God, upon the performance 
of parental duties, of the beſtowment of the neceſſary 
qualifications for inheriting the land of Canaan ; it equal- 
1y ſecured, upon the performance of the ſame parentaldu- 


ries, the eceſlary nn r an NONE W N 
auce. | 
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Tr is. evident that the än upon which Ged gave 

"he children of Iſrael the land of Canaan, was, that they 
mould keep his ſtatutes and obey his voice. By the ten- 
our of the gift, they had no right to the poſſeſſion, any 
longer than they were abediept, Therefore, Moſes ſays, 
«© Know therefore this day, and conſider in thine heart, 
that the Lord he is God bn heaven above, and upon the 

\ «© earth beneath; there is none elſe. Thou ſhalt keep 
there fore his ſtatutes, and his commandments which 1 
% commatid thee this day, that it may go well with thee 

l aud with thy children after thee ; ond, that thou mayeſt proverg 
* thy days upon the earth which the Lerd thy Cod giveth thee „for- 
ever.“ » And, in his directions reſpecting the blood of 
the'facrifices, & Thou ſhalt not eat it, that it may ga 
« well with thee, and with thy children after thee, when thou 

1 „ ſhalt do that which is right in the ſight of the Lord 
1 : Obſerve and hear all. theſe words wbich. I command 
3H 76 thee that it may go well with thee, and with thy children after 
0 thee forever, when thou doſt that which 1+ good and 
" right In the ſight of the Lord thy God. chere are 4 

variety ha Kufen arent in the rings; 4 | 
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both Moſes and the prophets. | On which the 
rr . 


ene | 


et. Tua it ix-exceedingly dre that as to 
God, in keeping his commandments, and obſerving tis 
ſtatutks, was the only condition upon which they were 
entitled, by promiſe, to the poſleflion' of, the good land 
into whick the Lerd their God had brought” them. AN 
the right which God gave them to it, depended upon their 
obedience, - I heir title immediately ccaſed, upon their 
rebellion and diſobedience.* For their diſobedience it was, 
therefore, that they were finally caſt out of this Jand.— 
If this were not the condition upon which they originally 
entered, ans afterward. held polleſſion of, that "choſen 
land ; it will appear, either that God had not an obedi- 
ent people, a church which he owned as his, upon earth; 
or, that the foundation upon which the church was ori- 
ginally erected, in the family of Abraham, was entirely 
changed. And, if the condition upon which they were 
entitled, by promiſe, to this earthly ſnheritance, were 
obedience to the commandments of God ; by the ſame con- 
ditions upon which they had a title to this earthly laber. 

e Wr were Wr alſo, to an heavenly, 


"7 


MN 


2. Iz keeping the commanidmetits of God were "the 
condition upon-which'the Wraelites were entitled, by pro- 
miſe, to the inheritance of the land of Canaan; then, 
this condition was ſuppoſed, and implied in the promiſe 
which God made to Abraham, of this land, for a poſſeſ- 
Lion, for his poſterity. If the Deity were bound by an 
unconditional promiſe to Abraham, to beſtow this Jand 
for a poſſeſſion, upon his poſterity ; He ve biged by 
promiſe, to do it, whether they were obedient, or not: 
On which principle, their poſſeſfing it could not, conhiſl- 

ently, have been ſuſpended upon their obedience. The 
ſuſpenſion, therefore; of this divine þromiſe, pon the fu - 
ture obedience of the poſterity of Abratum, for its accompliſh- 
ment; makes it manifeſt that ths condifien was originally 
implied in the promiſe which" whor made to | Abraham when 
circumciſion was inſtituted: 4 1 


3 f ; \ 2. Ws 
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„Ws obſerve that the obedience of each es 


"TO Was the condition upon which their children 
after them, would be entitled by promiſe, to the inkerit- 
ance of their forefathers. . This is evident from the. paſla- 
ges juſt quoted. Upon the obedience of patents, it was 
to go well with them, and their children after them 
And, in this way, provifien was made for the children of 
Iſrael 10 prolong their days, as = 2 upon the land 
Which the Lord had given them. 'the condhton 
apon which the Deity propoſed to Si N of Hruel, 
trom time to time, to continue to be their God, and ad 
good to them and to their children after them, was the 
ſame as that upon which he provitifed to Aby#tan ta be 4 


God to him, N r er in _ Senera. 
tions. * 


4. ts 0 Deity were N by promiſe to Abraham 
in * covenuant 5 he made with him when eircumci- 
kon was inſtituted, to beſtow the land of Canaan upon his 
poſterity for a poſititios ; that ſame covenant and protmiie 
fecured the exiſtence and continuance of real religion, a 
true church in his family and-poſterity, This will follow 
upon what has been before obſerved. The children of 
Iſrael, had never any right, by virtue of any promiſe 
whatever, to that land, otherwiſe than as they kept 
God's commandments. No promiſe was made to Abra- 
ham, of any good to his poſterity, upon any other con- 
dition. But, upon Abraham's obedience, the blefling 
was to deſcend to his ſeed: And, by the obedience of the 
Iſraelites, bleſſings were entailed upon their children. — 
In this way a true church was to be preferved, and kept 
up in the family of Abrabam, from generation to genera- 
t on, And, if the beſtowment of the land of Cangan, up- 


on the poſterity of Abraham, was the accompliſbment of 


that divine promiſe which wos ſcaled in circatncifion ; 
Which has been before urged, and is abundantly aſſerted 
in the writings of the old teſtament ; it is undeniable that 


the covenant of premiſe with Abraham, of which ciroom- 
eillon was a ſeal, contained proviſion ſor true religion to 
"be perpetuated from parent to child; and, that the picty - 


and 


£37 + 
nd obedience of. one generatioſl mi bt, through the mer» 
7 Aft grace Wool, Kere ure the decent of it 9 next. 


At te pete wHith has been, — 
reſpeaing the liport of che tern fan, i dtüſe to 
Abraham whith was ſesled With er tumelſton, Is of no re. 
npustande in determining, either the pröpriety, or 
dhe unmpoert, of fair baptilm;; If it once appear that this 
pi omide ſecured do the wh} fiel of farher of the 
Faithful, xe inhoricance $f the lend of Canaan; 3nd the 
coriditions upon wth it was, all ateng, wahfted that 
they mould hold the Pefeffen ef it, be untlerſtzcd. Se, 
wiv, if u de cmtrwd tat God had 1 true church, hit. 
4ilting 6f real Come, in that land, amopgſt the natural 
deſcondancs of Abraham; and, that there was Tecurity in 
the roventmt With Abrithaint for pe _ the exiſtence 
vs ſuck a church, th Hs family: FAN th 6 Uiſpukes which 
have been relative to the Abrahamilc thy; Whether it 
wore, ot were Hor, hf cont? of pruce, will not at all 
afbett, or ig any menfate invalidate, the evidence ol the 
Jearine of eee. 


Is thery were f#turity in the ebvenunk of pron 
made with Abraham; fot theſe thifigs ; it will; t 
Mmanifeſt that fur ue in win i ban of the . 
upon ſome c oadi dens or other, of the deſcegt of bleflings, 
from parent, to child. On this ground we May fee how 
infont-circumeition was an inltlating Rd into the vifile 
church of Gadd. On this ground; too, wil appear "the 
wickedaes of « parent an refuſing to ebtact x tovetiatit 
ſo favourable to the intereſt of his cKll# ; and, of hid ne- 
glect to ſet the ſeal of it, 5 — — to divige in 
mens; upon lie cd. 


Axd, if the bleſſing of Ab! is now come upon 
the Gentiles ; and, the ſame gracious covenant now ſub- 
fiſts betwixt God and all true believers, which was 6ftad- 

Viſhed with Abrebam, when be received citcuincifion, 2 
feal of the righteouſneſs of faith, and of his cordiaHy em- 
bracing it: the neglect of infant-baptiſm, and the refuſal 
uf purants to pradiif i, is 2 crime of the ſame nature as 


it 
— 


— 


n 
it would have been in Abraham, or in any * the children 
of a th neglect Tifint-circumcifion. 5 ö 
Tak whole of the diſpute which has ſo long agitated 
Aerent ſects of Chriſtians, relative, both to the Abra: 


queſtion, viz. whether the covenant th Abraham, and 
the promiſes of it, implied hat a true churoþ ſhould be 
preſerved in the family af Abrabaw, and among his de- 
ſcendants who received, agrecably to divine inſtitution, 
the ſeal of this covenant, circumciſion. If this” were, in 
truth, the deſign and import of that gracious cayenant of 
promiſe which God eſtabliſhed with the father of the faith- 
ful; it will lead us to underſtand how it united that na- 
tural ſzed who received the ſeal of the promiſes, with 


the nations of the earth are to be bleſſed. 4 4 + 
Bur if, on the other band, the covenant with Abra- 
bam gave no ſecurity for the preſervation of a church in 
his family, in future generations; the. conſequence muſt 
be, either that God had no true church upon earth, un- 
til the coming of Chriſt ; or, that, had the Kegptians, "i in- 
| ſtead of the —— been brought into the land- of Ca- 
N naan, the. oracles of God been committed to them, and, 
þ they enjoyed all the tokens of the divine preſence and fa- 
| : your which the natural ſeed of Abraham really did; it 
= would have been as much a fulfilment of that covenant of 
[+ | promiſe which God made with the father .of the faithful 


when circumciſion was inſtituted, . as what ere 4 : 


{| | | Momma ions. of it. « — 


. 
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$ _— | »* © © Sxerton vi. 3 | 
N E. " Coltaining further evidence foe the. Holy Si "that the 
1 covenant Wo ow e AP with whey er 15 their 
1 | children. 42-1 


| * appears from a variety of RE of 8 
| | ang the promiſes * to the progen, Þ of 


, 


hamic covenant itſelf, and the import of the term ſeed ex 2 
prefied 3 in the promiſes of it ; really turns; on this Lingle 25 


HIM who is eminently. that ſeed of Abraham in whom all 
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God, "that the covenant of grace makes i for tranf: 
mitting its bleſſings, from parents to children, That the 
bleſſipgs of the coyenant of grace which God eſtabliſheth 
with the faithful, are of ſuch extent, would ſeem natural- 
ty to follow, from the conſiderations by. which the, duties 
of the firlt and ſecond, commandments in the decalogue 
are enforced, When God was requiring, of his people, 
that they ſhould have no other God than the LORD, and 
forbiding their worthiping him by images, He enforceth 
« The command by this ſolemn and affecting conſideration ; 
For I the Lord thy God am a jealous God, viſiting the 
0 iniquity, of the fathers upon the children unto the third 
% and fourth generation of them that hate me: And 
ſhow ing merey unto thouſands of them that love me, 
*««. and keep my commandments.””* Under the like char · 
| ater the Deity exhibited hizaſelf to Mbſes, when he paſſ- 
ed before him, and proclaimed his name, The Lord, 
the Lord God, merciful and graciaus, long-ſufferipg, 
% and abundavt in geodnefs and truth, keeping mercy 
« for thouſands, forgiving iniquity and tranſgreſſion and 
« ſin, and that will by uo means clear the guilty; ; uiſit- 
« ing ths iniquity of: the fathers npon the children, and 
«« _ upon the children's children, unto the third, and; to 
0 the fourth generation. The ſume charadter of the 
Peity 1 is expreſſed, and repeated, by Moſes, in the,. ſo- 
femn charge which he gave to the children af Iſrael, juſt 
before his own death, and but few days before they en- 
zered the promiſed land. Know therefore, ſaith he, 
*© that the Lord thy God, he is God, the faithfid God, 
% which keepeth covenant and mercy. with, them that 


« Joye him, and Sikw's his r to a len 
1 generations. } _ 


- L * * 0 > _ 7 4 4 & m—C * * * 


lIrx is obſerveable that this Is the character Which © the 
Deity gives of himſelf, and which Moſes his ſervant, 


under the immediate guidance of the Holy Spirit, gives of 


| him, when acting as a God of mercy. and. in conformity 
to the nature and tenour of that gracious covenant which 
he * With thoſe who lor e e, 13 a God 
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* 
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ings, is evident from the counterpart of the gracious pro: 


3 6 0 7 0 
who ſhe werk mercy unto” thoufands of them who "fave 
im who keepeth covenant and merey with them that 
love him and keep his commandments, to a thoufand gen. 
erations. ' This imperts that God keeps covenant, - and 
ſows mercy to them who love Him znd keep his coth- 
mandments, from generation rg generation. God's ſhe w- 

mercy tofome in one natisn, and to ſome in another: 


tp ſome in one part of the earth, and to others, in anoth- 
er, in every age of the world; would not come ap to the 


idea of his keepivig covenant aud ſhewing-metey to them 
Who love him from generation to Veen But, that »x 
is the idea which God means coflvey of the manner iy 
which he adminiſters the covenant of grace and jts 4 


mie; in Which the Lord files himſelf a jealous Cod, vijit- 
ing the iniquitier of the fathers Apon the ehliſren. Theſe paſſa- 
ges as really ſippoſe, and as certainly imply, that Gad 


: 


gracioully conne xs bleſſings to poſterity, with parental 


obedience _; as that he connedts eprſes to poſterity with 


the wickednefs and diſobedience of parents. And, there- 


fore his thus cauſing his mercy to defcend to the offspri 


of thoſe who fear him, and keep his commandments, ig 
repreſented, by Moſes, as an inſtance and teſtimony of the 


divine faithfu/neſ7, proper to be ſer before the children of 


Nrael juſt as they were entering upon the promiſed land. 


Nor, doth this faithful ſervant of God er carefu}ly 
- 


to obſerve that, in order to ſecure the bleſſings of God 
mercy to the rifing generation, parents muſt loye God 


en heep his commandments : For, the faithfulneſs of God ig 


pledged, for mercy to the future generation, on no other 
terms. And, keeping God's commandments implies a 
careful and conſtant practice of parental duties, in the 


faithfulneſs to their forefathers, “The Lord did not ſer 
5h tos | 8 
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« his love upon you, nor chooſe you, becauſe ye were 
% more in number than any people, (for ye were the 
*« ſewelt of all people) but, becauſe the Lord loved, you, 
« and becauſe he would keep the oath which he had ſworn. unte 
« your fathers. Know therefore, that the Lord thy God, 
* he is God, the faithful Cd, Ke. Moſes faith, again, 
* becauſe the Lord loved thy fathers, therefore he cheſe 
*« rheir ſced after them.. “ Only the Lord had 4 dev 
light in thy fathers to love them, and he choſe", the 
«4 ſeed after them, ever you above all people at it is thit © 
e day. This is the love which appears, and Which 
God exerciſeth, in his adminiſtration of the covenant of 
«grace, This is the love, the mercy, expreſſed in the 
covenant of promiſe to Abfaham, which was ſealed with 
eircumciſion. In reaſoning on the promiſe which God 
made to Abraham, and Iſaae, and Jacob, that he would © 
be a God to them and to theit e after them, in thei 
generations; Moſes ſceins to have had no idea of a /pirit= 
ua ſeed to be taken out of other nations ; ot, of any other 
ced but the natural poſterity of thoſe eminent patriarchs,— . 
Had he ſuppoſed that the /ecd mentioned, again and again, 
in the premiſe, did not mean the zatura/ poſterity ; he muſt; 


ſurely, have ſpoken with greater caution and reſerve, | , 11 


Duvip appears to have had the fame ideas of the na- 
ture and grace of God's new covenant, as thoſe expreſſed 
by Moſes. He fays, As for man his days ate as graſs z ; 
« as a flower of the field, fo he floutriſheth For the 1 
«< wind paſſeth over it, and it is gone: and the place 1 
te thereof ſhall know it no more, But the mercy of the 11 
„Lord is from everlaſting to everlaſting upon them that 
« fear him ; and his righteouſueſs to children's children, to ſuch 4 
« as keep his covenant, aud to thoſe that remember his command 

** ments to do them. x "The righteouſneſi of God which is | 
here ſaid to be to children's children, to ſuch as keep his 11 
covenant, mult mean his covenant-faithfulneſi—his realiz- . 
ing the bleſſings of a promiſe to be a God to them, and 
to their ſeed after them. | 


Tuxxkronz it js, the Pfalmilt ſays, again, © Gel 
| TRI. LS) 1 „ obs — 10 


Dent. 4. 37. d Deut, 10. 17. 7 P/a. 102. 15—18. 
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4 2 t feareth Lord, that eth 
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** apd their /eed Ran * $ WR gre che.] 1 have 
7 5 ad pgs now am. ol A have 1 not ſeen the 
1800 er Wen, nor 51 fee g bread. He is 
45 er mer rciful and lendeth ; 16 2 45 blefleg—bur, 
7 ſeed "the wicked | ſhalt be eut off,” all this rea- 
151 that declaration of the Deity in 
oa Hoke he repre rere as ſhew ing mercy to ſuch as 
. ove him 3 and 12 bis eee, from generation to 


Ser 1 e ee of abe fathers, 
zen 1 cbild Mi of zhey hat hate bim. 1 
God walls his people to obedicnce by a conſig- 


che bl and ood it ſhall ſecyre and 
doe rod of their OY ren, Fe often brought into = 
= of his people, lirael, the fate of their poſterity, Is 
à motive to obedience ; re preſenting the good of their 
Rae as depending on t l of parents 

covetant with him. He ſa y Moſes, < Ob- 

* 2 and hear all theſe words which command thee, 
«« that it may go well with thee, and with thy children after 


e . 4 . 2 
188 'promited obedience, the J. Q 
"that there Were ſuch an heart! in, v.50 that — would 

10 fear me, and keep all my r 
dmply the pr ecies ern the profperity of 
e he e day 1. kun in t is ſtrain, % And 
Han be i my peog 15 logs A God, And 
will give d ven one h way, that they 
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| On'this ground ir is that Werner 4 Wt 
cc js he that feareth the Borch l HA Hi he teach in Z 
„% way that be ſhall chooſe His foil afl Ge/ el of cite; 
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and his ſeed ſpall inherit” the — — | JEU y 


Deiry, himſelf, faith! e People 
& laſting covenant'with thent'; mils hr fed Pall be Bier 4 


« will direct this work iti truth; Ay MS a oh 
« among the Gentiles, ani their Mipring dvneng tht people. 4 
«{ that ſee them fhail aa kg hf red'whn 
. the Lord lui li : Woe nn 
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ob rio other ground rhan this 4oth it appear that a 
diſtinction is made betwixt tlic children of Belict ing, and 


of unbelieving parents; the fbtmbt being denominated 
boy, the latter wnoean, The Apoſtle fhith, “ Fer thenn- 


=; belleving huſpand is ſanctified by the wife, aud the ün- 
4 believing viſe is landtißed by the huſbaud; ele were 
* your children anclean, but now artuthey holy. I 
2 queſtion, among the believing Gentiles, Wliether a Be. 
liever, and an unbeliever, might lawfully cdHabit᷑ t 


er as huſband and wife; It appears thatitlix fate of Po 
terity was involved im he dbciſioi of it. The Apotib rb. 
ſölvet the queſtion, im ſuch a mander as to remote "this 


ars of the believing party of forfeitingithe Vieſlivgs: Which 
the covenant of grace provides for the poſterity of the 
Faithful, by continuing to cohabit wirh tile Hub, With 


whom he, or ſhe, were, before, united in Mürrige. IJ 


This he doth, by obſerving that the child of che 'befiever, 
though proceeding, on · the other! fide; from an unbellte 
ar, is, neyertheleſs, not uncſcann hut hoh. The Keel of 
Laliueſs, or ſanctification, here ſpokew of, appears d he 
| the child ; and, not the wabelitving: pavent, * This WIN ap- 
ar more evident from a:carefub attention to the #4557, 
from the common trauſlation. The prefofitror mt 

18 1 by,, much more generally ſignigeb # + Thien 
the paſlage weals eee 4 — ths — hut 


. 6 51. 8, 9. t 1 Cer, 7. 14. 
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P. 25. 12, 13. 
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band is ſanRified i the wife, and the unbelieving wife la 


Aanctiſied in the huſband, &c. According to this reading, 


which is evidently the wot literal, the child, and not the 
unbelieving parent who begets, or bears, it, will appear 
to be the ſubject of ſanctiſication. And, when theſe be- 
lieving Gentiles heard bew the compaſſionate Saviaur of 
the world took ſuch little children as were brought to 
nim, by. believing, parents, into his arms, and bleſſed 
them, and ſaid, of ſuch is the kingdom of God ; they 


would naturally ſuppoſe that the characters of uunclean, 


and holy, reſpected the relation of theſe dhildven to the cove- 
pant, and to the family of God ; and, not their being 
ſanctified to their believing parents as 6/efings, as all, 
both natural good, end evil, are ſanctiſied to them. 


Bor, after all; the controverſy on the ſubject before 
Fr turns principally and ultimately upon the decifion of 
this Ueſtion. viz. M hether God's covenant with Abraham which 
was ſealed with cirgumgiſion, and the promiſes of it, reſpected 
his natural, ſeed >, and, contained ſeaurity, pon the 32 
Us parental duty, for perpetuating a trite” church in the family of 
Abrahan ? If this covenant of promiſe reſpected the natur 
al ſeed of the father ↄf the faithful-if it ſecured the exif: 
tence ofa true church in his family, for future enera- 


tions ; the conſequence is undeniable, that it laid up the 


fame bleſlings for the children, which it confered on the 
parent. If the'term/ced'fo repeatedly uſed in the coven- 
aut of promiſe, at the time of the inſtitution of circumci- 
nion, imported the natural poſterity of the father of the 
faithſul if it Were his:natural ſeed who were required to 
keep this covenant of circumcifion from one generation to 


'another—if, upon their keeping this covenant, the pro- 


miſe was, ſucceſſively from one generation to another, 
that the Lord would be a God to them, and to their ſeed 
after them ; it evidently follows that the covenant with 
Abraham, which was ſealed with circumciſion, made pro- 
vilion for perpetuating a'true church in his family ; and, 
for its bleſſings to be tranſmitted, from parent to child, 
to the lateſt poſterity. And, if this were indeed the 3 
ture and import of the covenant of promiſe 3 
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with Abraham, we may readily diſcern how the 


of the Jews would interrupt that fuccefſion of bleſſings to | 
poſterity, which would have been ſecured by their faith - 


and obedience : And, why they were broken off from 


this covenant, the true olive tree, for their wnbelief,—We 


can diſcover that it was the diſobedience and unfaithful · 
nes of the riſen generation, which prevented the deſcent 
of bleſſings to the ſucceeding one; and, therefore, - why 
the natural branches and tender ſhoots of the Olive, with- 
ered and died, and were broken off. This, alſo, will 
give us to ſce wherein conſiſted the miſtake of the Jews; 
in the days of John the Baptift, and of our Saviour, in ſo 
frequently urging that they had Abraham to their fa- 
te ther; and; thence, concluding, that they were the 
favourites of heaven that their miſtake was not, in 
ſuppoſing that the promiſe to Abraham ſecured bleſſings 


to the natural ſeed, but, in overlooking the conditions of 


the covenant of clrewerifien , upon which the deſcent of 
its bleſſings to-poſterity depended ; and, neglecting the 
duties which ought, invariably to have een and the 
practice of infant · circumciſion. This was their diſobedi- 
ence, their unbelief, which would naturally and neceflari- 
ly be accompanied with their rejection of Chriſt ;* for 
which they e were, — rejected and broken 
off, 


Into this * Olive, the believing Gentiles are, now. 
graffed.; and, partake of its root and fatneſs - enſoying 
all the privileges and bleſſings of the covenant which God 
made with Abraham, when he promiſed to be a God to 
him, and to his ſeed after him; and, inſtituted circumci- 
ſion, both adult and infant, as a ſeal and confirmation of 
it. This will give us to ſee that the church, made up of 
Gentile believers, is, really, the ſame church of God con- 
tinued, which was ſet up in the family of Abraham, and 
preſerved in it until the coming of Chriſt. 


Ix this view of the ſubject, inſunt - circumciſſon, and iu- 
fant-boptiſin, will appear to have import, ſignilicancy, in 
them :—not, indeed, merely as /ea/s of parental deciration, 

and 
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u bot of any covenant wbielt telited no rite tu then, 
nor to any intevelt of theirs; than it did to the idtefeſt of 
the children of unbelievers, which are inch dh ;\ but, as 
ſeals of a gracious covenant eftabViſhed witlr the Parti, 
in which proviſion is made, got only for hir own good, But 
for the: good! of his children after AH. And, if this be 
the nature and import of that gracious eovenatit * 
God eſtsbliſheth with all true bellevers; We can, eaſily, 
ſee the propriety of ſetring its ſeal on their infant - ſeed ; 
and, not on any other property of theirs, which they 
r ane dedicate to God. | 


| Bur, on the other hand: If the ently to nen 
Gated with the circumciſion, both of himſelf, and of his 
children, imported no more than that there ſhould be 4 
ſucceſſion of believers upon earth, and that the Lord 
Vould be a God to all ſuch—if. the aſſettion of the Apoſtle 
that the {ed expreſled in the promiſe meant Chrilt, be ſo 
to be underſtood as not ro include the natural poſterity of 
Sralum, any more than that of Ham; the great things 
which God did for the people of Ifrael, and all the niercy 
which he ſhewed to them, were no more a fulfilment of 
apy covenant with Abraham, or of any promiſe made to 
bim, than the ſame great ſalvat ions would have been, had 
they been wrouglit for the Zoyptians. The great things 
which God did for the people of Iſrael, and every manifeſt- 
ation of the power of divine, eng grace, were a fruit 
of the wonderful and unde ſerved mercy of Cod: But, ac- 
cording to ths conſtruction of the promiſe now under 0 
$dcration, were" fruit of any merey covenanted to Abra - 


bam, or any accompliſhment of that covenant of promiſe 


which was ſealed with oircumiifion : And that, for this 
Plain reaſon, that the promiſe that the Lord would be a 


Cod to his ſeed, bad no more relarion to /jz natural feed, 


dhaa fo he ain. Ru of any other nau. 


Axp, if this were, in fact, the caſe, and this the 
true conſtruction of the coveriant of promiſe, it is kard to 
be accounted for, that Moſes aud the prophets ſhould, ſo 
frequeutly aud ndanα,, and that with thankful ac- 
 knowlegements 
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Kren leg wem and praiſes, ſpesk of the great aud won- 
g*rful phipgs which God did for the people of Hracl, as 
3 frpit of the merey Prowiled da Abraham, to iſaae, and 
Ip chr the Lord and be celebrated as. gra- 
ions to that peaple, and beving compaſſion on chem, 
ALS having speed unte them beeafe of his contxaxt aui 
6672628, 1/466 aud Jaccb, that he would not deſtroy them, 
veither caſt them oug of hig preſence 2s yet.“ And, why 
the people of Iſrael are addreſſed as the /zed of Mhraham, 
God's ſccuaut, the children of Jacpl his choſen ; and, in t 
character called upon to celebrate the praiſes of God, be- 
cauſe he had remenwered bis covenant forever, the word which 
& comma::ded ts a thouſund enerations ; which couengns bz madg 
with: Abraham, and his oath unto aac ; and confirmed the fone 
bite Jacob for a law, and to Iſra:! for an everlaſting "covenant. 
And, finally, why the Apoſtle Peter, enlightened remark- 
ably as he was, mould urge, upon the Jews, as a mo- 
ve to repent and be couverted, that they were © the 
„ children of the prophets, and 7 the cov mant which Cod 
1 made with their fathers, ſuying unte Abrahapr, Hnd is th 
« feed ſhall all titdreds of the carth be Mfed.”t Th 
conſiderations give us abundant reafon 10 ſuppoſe that, 


neither Moſes, nor the Prophets, nor the Apoſtles, uny 


derſtood the tex /?ed, in the promiſe to Abraham, in $ 
ſeple which had no more relation to his natural off prirg, 
than to any other nation. They well knew, indeed, that 
11 e ſimple con ſideration of being the ratural ſerd of the 
father of the faithful, was utterly infufficient to entitle 
any one to the favour of God. Bur, when God mage 
cat and gracious promiſes to Abraharg concerning his 
feed ; annexing, certain duties ta be performed, by. [ 
parent, towards the child; requiring both parent 
child to be circumcifee, in taken of this gracious pr! 
miſe, and as a teſtimony, on the parent's park, of bis 
reeipg to the covenant, aud embracing it; is is diff 
cult ta luppole that they did not appreheng ſufficient pro- 
yifon made, in the covenant, upon the faithful perform- 


: 


ance. of pareptal duty, for their ſeed to become the 485 


eig, 13. 23. . 105. 6—10. 1 47, 3. 25: 
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d ren of God. On tis ground, and conceiving this to be 
their view] it will be eaſy to ſee that the preſervation of 
the true religion, in the family of Abraham, from genera- 


tion to generation; and, the great and remarkable man- 
iſeſtat ions of divine love, and merey and grace, which 


were made to the people of Iſrael; ſhould be fo abund - 
antly celebrated as a fruit of God's covenantmerey and truth 


lh wah to Abraham, his friend. 


Ir is evident, however, that the prejudices of the 
human heart favour that ſide of the queſtion which im- 
plies infant-baptiſm to be no more than merely a /eal, or 
token, of parental dedication. This view of the nature of the 
baptiſmal-covenant, as it reſpects infants, naturally 
tends to relieve the parent from that ſenſe of obligation 
which neceſſarily accompanies a belief that the eternal 
falyation of children depends, under God, upon a wiſe 
and faithful practice of parental duties. And, however 
it may be urged that ſuch a ſentiment involves, in it, all 
that parental duty and obligation, with reſpect to the in- 
ſtruction and education of children, which is implied in 
the other : It is, after all, unqueſtionably true that we 
eſtimate the obligation of duty, at leaſt, in ſome meaſure, 
by the importance of the events which Jonend on its per- 
formance, and the degree of dependance they have on it. 
A ſenſe of the dependance of great events upon the diſ 
charge of duties required of us; together with a belief 
that they have a high degree of dependance on our fideli- 
ty in the practice of theſe duties; neceſſarily inereaſeth 
our ſenſe of the weight of obligation lying upon us.. 
Where nothing is depending, we feel no obligation.— 
When nothing is ſuſpended on our actions, we feel that 
we have nothing to do. But, when great events are ſuſ- 
nded on duties required of us, a ſenſe of proportiona- 
ble weight of obligation will, neceſſarily, be impreſſed 


upon us. Hence, nothing will awaken up the whole train 
of parental feelings, and engage the ſtrength of the benev- 


lence of parents, equal to a conviction that the eternal 
falvation of their children is dependant on them. When 
they ſee that the eternal Cate of their tender offspring is 

ſuſpended 
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ſaſpended on them, and 3 future ſate a up in 
the character and conduct of their FRG obligation 
vill be ſelt to preſs on every ſide ; &, motives croud froni 
every quarter, to a diligent, conſtant and painful prac- 
tice «> every pareiftal duty enjoined in the word of God. 


Tur ſentiment, therefore, that infant-baptiſm is the 
ſeal of a gracious covenant with believing parents, which 
ſo greatly puts the ſalvation of their children into their 
own hands, and will require it of them; has, evidently, 
to contend with the prejudices of the linman heart, alike 
with other revealed truth. And, though this may not, 


with propriety, be urged as a prob that the opinion is de- 


rived from the oracles of God, and ſupported by To high 


an authority; ſtill, on the other hand, it can afford no 


ſolid argument againſt it. The current of popular opin- 
ion, is not the teſt of divine truth. To the law, and to 


| the teſtimony : And, if the reaſonings contained in the 
preceding pages, ſpeak not agreeably to theſe ; it is be | 


canſe there 15 no light in them. 


* * 
, - © * . 
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SECTION VIL; 


Shewing on what conditions the believing parent my expert} that 
the Lord will be a God to his children. 


2 HE covenant of circumciſion which God > 

with Abraham, was a covenant of promiſe, It 
ſecured bleſſings to him, and to his ſeed after him, on cer- 
tain conditions to be performed by Abraham. The cove- 


rant of grace which ſubſiſts betwixt God, and all believ- 


ers, in every age, is eflentially the fame as that which 
was eſtabliſhed with the father of the faithful. If there 
were proviſion made in this covenant ſot bleſſings to deſ- 
cend to his natural ſeed ; there is proviſion, alſo, in that 
gracious covenunt which ſubſiſts betwixt God and every 
believer, for bleſſings to deſcend to their natural ſced. The 


covenant, in reſpect of the real bleſſings and good which 
M it 


E | 

it provides for every true believer, is not lefs liberal and 
generous than it was when firſt eſtabliſhed with Abraham. 
If it be admitted that the promiſe that the Lord would be 
a God to bim and his ſeed, was a promiſe to him of ſo 
rich a bleſſing to bis natural feed ; it will, probably, be 
admitted, alſo, that the covenant into which God now en- 
ters with every true believer, contains the fame gratious 
Propulal and promiſe refpcting his natural feed. 


Ir is here to be remembered that whatever divine 
cavepant-there is reſpecting the ſeed and offspring of the 
righteous, it ſubſiſts wholly betwixt Cod, and the parent - 
all the promiſes of it, as far as they. xttate to the off- 
ſpring, being made to the parent. I bus it was, as to 
Abraham, himſelf-; and, thus it is, as to all believers. — 
No promiſes whatever are made to che &hi/d ; but, whatev- 
er promiſes there are, are to the parent. The covenant 
of grace, whatever bleſſings it provides for the ſeed of be- 
heyers, yet zaveſts hem with no rights, entitles them to n 

Aaims. All covenants contain certain conditions: And, 
no one hath any right, or claim, to the bleſſings promiſ- 
ed in the covenant, otherwiſe than upon a compliance 
with the conditions of it, Hence it appears that the right 
of intant - circumciſion was, originally, in the parent, not 
in the child. So, aifo, the r/74t of infant-baptiſm, hat- 
ever it may be, is veſted in the believing parent, not ity 
tis chüd. Whatever öleſün gs are ſtipulated to rhe parent, 
can be claimed only by m. Na one can claim bleſ- 
{nps ſtipulated to another. There is no propriety m 
fpenking ef an infierr's rice to baptiſm ; or, to any other 

bling of the covenant of groee, in virtue of any cove- 
naut whatever eftabliſhed with its parent. And, the pa- 

rent a right to baptiſin, the ſeal of the covenant of grace, 

for kis child ; mult ariſe from his own perſonal intereſt 

in the coregant, and the promiſes of it. 


Ws kae that the boly Scaigtures-cortain many re- 
difliom of bleſſings and gend to the. world. But, we ud 
where find any covenont fubifting betwixt God, and any 
particular pexſon, which promifech the kiefang of the 
taxaur and Hiendſhip of Cod, atherwaie dun _ me. 
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farmance of FA on the part of rhe per- 
fon with whom it is eſtablihed. And, however Hale 
the covenant of gra eo may be in ſome reſpects; it is not, 
in ſuch a ſenle ablolute, that the performance of no duties, 
na conditions; on the part of the bellever, are eſſentlal 
46 uis inhenteing tho dleflings of it. 


_Wharzven bleſſings the covenant of grace peopoſerth 
uche believer for his ſeed ; are propoſed on ſome certaju 
conditions. And, as the propoſal is made fo the parent, 
the conditions upon Which he may take hold of the bleſ- 


ings propoſed, and inherit chem, are required ef ** 
and by bin to 9 


Ir there be a propoſal. in the covenant of promiſe 
which is graciouſly eſtabliſhed with believers, concernt- 
ing the recovery aud final ſalvation of their offspring ; it 
is reaſonable to ſuppoſe that the conditions on which the 
propoſal is made, are ſufficiently intelligible and clear: 
and, the duties required, on the parent's part, in order 
to his enjoying ſo ineftimable a bleffing as the ſalvat ion 
of his child, paxticularly pointed out and ſpecified. God 
bas no where bound himſelf „% ro bottew converting 
grace ou the children of ax6e/icvers. He hath a ſoverei;z1 
right to have mereyq on whom he will. But, this for er 
eign right is, in no mealure, impaired, by a gracious, 
unmerited promiſe to believers, on certain terins to be 


complied with on their part, to be a God to them, and 
to their ſeed after them. 


| EvERY covenant, i or agreemeat, contains conditions 

and, therefore, explains itſelf. As it ſpecilles its blef- 
lings; fo doth it, the conditions upen which they vis 
be inherited. Thus did the covenant with Abrabun 


of which circumcilion was a ſeal. "The dutſes on Abr 


ham's part, in order that the Lord might be a God io 
him, and to his feed after him, we learn from what (od 
ſaid to him at the time that eircumclſion was iantitüned. 
Theſe were expreiled in the 5 teyme, THe 
Abraham ſhould watt b. ſore hies and b- perfect, ard that "he 
Howe circumnciſe os rale-off 57718 « abe. Abr. mam coat! 
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. 5 comply with theſe terms, no bleſſings were, by covenant, . 
* | ſecured to him. Unleſs he would walk before God, and 5 
0 be perfect, the Lord would not be his God. And, unless 1 
8 he would practiſe circumciſion, after the manner pre&ri- 7; | Y 
kh bed to him, the Lord was pot bound by nn bo Wn a V 

| God ta him, and to his ſeed. after him. Y 


5 ABRAHAM complied with the conditions, on his part ; 
F and therefore, actually inherited the: bleſſings of that 
. gracious covenant of promiſe which was ſealed and ratifi- 
| ed by circumciſion, When it was required of him to 
walk before God and be perfect, as well as to circumciſe 
| himſelf and offspring, in order that the Lord might be 4 
be God to him, and to his ſeed after him; his walking be- 
7 fore God and being perfect, undoubtedly related to his 
4 parental, as well as to his mare private and perſonal, 
K character: as the circumcifion of his male-ſeed, was one 
part of parental duty enjoined on him ; and, an inſtance 
of lüs walking before God, and being perfect in the char- 
alter of a parent. _ Hence, by the way, it appears that fin- 
i perfection, is, neither a neceſſary term of the believ- 
ers own perſonal ſalvatiqn, nor of his being entitled to 
the gracious promiſe that the Lord will be a God to his 
ſeed, Abraham had not finleſs perfection, in this life: 
yet the Lord, agreeably to his promiſe, was a God to 
him, and to his ſeed. Abraham actually did the duty, 
and complied with the conditions, upon which the Lord 
promiſed, and in fact was, a God, beth to him, and to 
his ſeed. | 


tl IA 


Tnovon nothing of the duty of a parent is here ex- 
prefled, beſides Abraham's circumciſing his ſeed, yet much 
is undoubtedly contained in this. Infant-circumcifion in- 
volved in it other parental duties. It involved in it all 
thoſe parental duties which were, afterwards, expreſſed 
in the Moſaic law. When parents gave up their children 
to God, in circumciſion, they implicitly bound themſelves 
to all that duty, towards their children, which God 
mould require of them. Dedicating children to God, 
agreeably to divine appointment, implies a ſolemn en- 
gagement to bring them up in the nurture and admoni- 


tion 


93 7 
tion of the Lord. Aud, ſuch an engagement implies a 
© promiſe of obedience to God in all things which he mall ; 
require, of parents, reſpecting their children. Hence it 
was that Abraham felt his -covenant-obligations to obey, 
| when called upon, by the Lord, to offer his only ſon, 
whom he loved, for a burnt - offering. 


Turk were many directions given to the people of 
Iſrael reſpecting the duty of parents towards their chil- 
dren : And, they were ſufficiently taught that much de- 
pended on their fidelity in the practice of theſe. duties. 
Thus Moſes ſaith, © Only take heed to thyſelf, and keep 
«6 thy ſou} ailigently, leſt thqu forget the things which 
«© thine eyes have ſeen, and leſt they depart from thy 
«© heart all the days of thy life; but teach thy ſons, and thy 
„ fon's ſeas : Specially, the day that thou ſtoodeſt before 
« the Lord thy God in Horeb, when the Lord ſaid unto 
« me, Gather me the people together, and I will make | 
« them hear my words, that they may learn to fear me 15 


« all the days that they ſhall ive upon the earth, and that | if 
« they may teach their children. Again, Hear, O Iſrael, 1 

e the Lord our God, is one Lord. And, thou ſhalt love dl 

„„ the Lord thy God with all thine heart, and with all Ml | 


* thy ſoul, and with all thy might. And theſe words 
« which I command thee, this day, ſhall be in thy | 
«© heart, And thou ſhalt teach them diligently unto thy Ty 
children, and ſhalt talk ot them when thou ſitteſt in thy T7 
«© houſe, and when thou walkeſt by the way, and when $i 
„ thoa lieſt down, and when thou riſeſt up. And thou 4 
„ ſhalt bind them for a ſign upon thine hand, and they | 
„ ſhall be as frontlets between thine eyes.“ Therefore | 
the people of Iſrael are thus called upon, by the prophet, 1 
* Give car, O my people, to my law : ineline your ears 
„to the words of my mouth, I will open my mouth in a 
4e 'parable : I will utter dark ſayings of old: which we 
# have heard and known, and our fathers have told us. 

«& We will not hide them from their children, ſhowin 
to the generation to come, the praiſes of the Lord, and 
5 his ſtrength, and his wonderful works that nk 
** g0ne, 


* Deut. 4. 9, 19. d Deut. 7. 4—3. 
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Gone. For; he eſtabliſhed a teſlimouy in Jacob, and 
« appointed a law in Iſrael, which he commanded our 
40. fatbers, that the bond make them known to their children: 
46 That the generation to come might know them, even 
« the children which ſhould be born; who ſhonld ariſe 
e and declare them to their children: that they might 
4 ſet their hope in God, and not forget the works of God, 
but keep his commandments. All theſe duties of pa- 
rents towards their children, are compriſed in the Apoſ- 
taolic direction, And, ye fathers, provoke not your chil- 
% Aren to wrath : but bring them up in the nurture and 
% admonition of the Lord.” The directions which Mo- 
ſes gave the people of Hrael reſpecting their duty toward 
their children, are frequently mentioned, and, again and 
again, repeated, as duties of the higheſt importance in or- 
der to their continuing in poſſeſſion of that good land 
which the Lord their God had given them. And, they 
were ſuiliciently taught that the fate of their poſterity de- 
pended greatly upon the faithful pens. of parental du- 
ties: And, were incouraged to the practice of them. by 
an aſſurance of bleſſings upon their poſterity. Therefore 
it is ſaid, Know therefore this day, and conſider in thine 
«© heart, that the Lord he is God in heaven above, and 
upon the earth beneath: there is none elſe, Thou 
< ſhalt keep therefore his ſtatutes, and his commandments 
«© which I command thee this day, that it may go well with 
*© thee, and with thy children after thee ; and that thau mnyeſt 
«« prolong ihy days upon the earth which the Lord thy Cod giveth 
« thee, forever,” Again, “ And it ſhall come to paſs, 
« if thou wilt hearken diligently unto the voice of the 


Lord thy God, to obſerve and to do all his command - 
„ ments which I command thee this day ; that the Lord 


«© thy God will ſet thee on high above all nations of the 
earth. Aud all theſe bleſſings ſhall come on thee, and 
% gyertake thee, if thou ſhalt hearken unto the voice of 
* the Lord thy God. Bleſſed ſhalt thou be in the city, 
* and blcſied ſhalt thou be in the field. Zle{ed 2 be 
« the fruit of thy boy, aud the fruit of thy ground.“ 

* 11 
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And, onthe dther hand if diſobedient, Curſed ſhalt thou 


de in the City, and an the field, Carſid ball be the fruit of = 


« thy body.” Ac. 1 Here they were taught that their 
abedience would procure bleflings to their 
and, that their diſobedience would be followed with 
curſes on their children. Theſe importatt conſequences 
of obediente, and of diſobedience, were ſet before them, 


in order to engage them to a faithful and uniform practice 


of the duties required of them ; of which the careful ed - 
ucat ion and paiatul inſtruction of their children n an 
important and material part. 


IT has been ſuppoſed by ſome, 8 that it can 
by no means be infered from theſe, and ſuch like paſſages, 


that, by the conſtitution of the coyenent of grace, the 
welfare of poſterity is ſuſpended upon the obedience and. 


faithfulneſs of parents; but, that theſe declarations are 
only deſigned to ſhow good men, how exter:ſively God de · 
ſigus to bleſs them that their chlaren, their cattle, the 


wrath of their enemies, and even the malice of ſatan. 
mall, all, be overruled to their good :—as, all things are 


to work together for good to them who love God. Read- 


ing the above paſlage according to this conſtruction, only 


with the addition of a few other things which arc to op- 


erate, finally, for the good of thoſe who love God, mæy, 


perhaps, be ſufficient however, to convince us that this is 
not its true and proper contraction. * Blefled ſliali be 
«« the fruit of thy body, of the ground, and of thy cat- 
© tle: bleſled all be the wrath of thine enemies, and 


„% the malice and ſubtilty of ſatan.“ When God pro- 


nounceth bleſſings on inanimate things, and the mere 
poſteſtions, or property, of his people; it is evident 
that the bleſſing is deſigued for the oer, and is to reſt 
on him. So, when blefiings deſcend on children, the pa- 
rents, by reaſon of the intereſt which they feel in their 
offspring, naturally. ſhare in them. Accordingly, we 
are to obſerve that the reward here promiſed to obedi- 
ence, is not exprefied in terms which might lead us to 
ſuppoſe that the great good intended, is, Hint the wickess 
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oſs of cliildren, as well as the malice of * *ſhati be 
byerruled to the good of them that love God: but, in 
terms which would naturally lead us to ſuppoſe that the 
obedience of parents is to be rewarded by their children's be- 
ing bleſſed, The promiſe is Bleſſed ſhall be the fruit of thy 
« body; not, ** bleſſed ſhalt. thou be in the fruit of thy 
« body,” in the ſame manner as, good people may be 
bleſſed in all the evils which come upon them, in life, 
Beſides ; to ſuppoſe that the import of the above paſſage 
is no more than that the children of good people, whether 
virtuous or vicious, ſhall be made to advance the beſt good 
and intereſt of their pious parents ; would wholly take 
away the difference betwixt God's keeping eovenant and mer- 
cy with them that love him, and keep his commandments, to a 
thouſand generations; and, his viſiting the iniquities of the ſa- 
thers upon the children of them that hate him. And, the lan- 
guage of the whole would be no more than this, viz. that 
if people are obedient to God, their children, even let 
them be ever ſo abandoned and vicious, ſhall, neverthe- 
leſs, be being to them; but, if diſobedient, their chil- 
dren, however holy and virtuous, however ſmited upon 
by divine providence, ſhall, notwithſtanding, be cr/es to 
them.—And, that, when God ſaith that the fruit of the body 
ſpall be biſſed or curſed, according as the character of the 
parent ſhall be found to he ; tio reſerence whatever is had 
10 the ſtare and circumſtances of the fruit of the body tfelf; 
though children are ſuſceptible of the ſame good, and the 
ſame evil that their parents are: but, the evil, and the 
good, contained in the bleſſing, and in the curfe, extend 
no further than to the parent. 


Bur, to return from this digreſſion: The paſſages 
above quoted were, all, ſitted to impreſs, upon parents, 
a ſenſe of the vaſt importance, from the intereſt they ac- 
tually feel in the proſperity and welfare of their off. 
ſpring, of ſtrict and uniform piety, in the practice of all 
holy obedience. This, they would naturally feel to be a 
neceſſary condition of their expecting the deſcent of bleſ-_ 
lings upon their children. This would bring into their . 
view the importance of example, as well as, of inſſruction: 
and, teach them that, in order that & they ** hope that 

the 
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the bleſſings of God's covenant would come upon their 


children, they, themfetves, mult /ive that religion which 


Wy taught to their offspring.* 


Tus condition, therefore, upon which parents may 
expect covenant- bleſſings to deſcend to their offspring 
Is, a proper dedication of them to God, and bringing 
them up in the nurture and edmenitivn of the Lord. 
Such a dedication may be ſuppoſed to imply, 


1. Fair: in that divine promiſe. in which the Lord 
'engageth to be a God to believers, and to their ſeed after 
them. If ſuch a covenant of promiſe exiſt, and is propo- 
ſed to all believers, there can be no title to the bleſ- 
fings of it, where it is not believed and imbraced. Ma- 
ny «ncovenanted bleſſings are beſtowed on men: no one, 
however, hath, any covenant<Hight to bleſſin gs, otherwiſe 
than upon cemplianee with the conditions of that cove- 
nant of promiſe in which they are ſecured and engaged. 

And, it is not reaſonable to fuppoſe that a covenant is 


imbraced-and believed, by one who has no knowlege of 


the propoſal and exiſtence of any ſuch covenant, 


Tus bleſſings of a coveniaiit may be feceived without 

a knowledge of our compliance with the terms upon which 
they are promiſed : becaufe, the promiſe is made to an 
atiual compuance with terms of a covenant ; and, not ts 
our knowledge, or belief, that we do comply with them. 
But, it is not reaſonable to ſuppoſe that the conditions of 
any covenant are ſo far complied with as to give a title 

to its promiſed bleflings, where there is no knowledge or 


belief of the exiſtence of any fuch covenant. Where in- 


fant-baptiſm has been praiſed, it has generally been, un- 
der an apprehenſion that it is a covenant - tranſaction as it 
reſpects - the child. It has been the general, and almoſt 
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* Bur, for a better and more large deſcription, and 
a more particular delineation of the duties of parents to- 
wards their children; the reader is, with pleaſure, re- 
tered to the II. Vol. of Dr. Horxixs's Syſtem, &c. where 
he will find the ſubject more accurately handled, 
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aniverſal, ſentiment.of-the. Chviſtian Gbdrdh, hst feet. 


Daptiſm is a; ſealiof a gracious chvenant which, in ſome 
way, aud on ſome terms, or other, fecures greater, or 
Jeſs, bleſſings to the child. Hence, the ſo general deſire, 
un parents, tb have bat piſm adminiſtred to their infant- 
Het. It is not unſuppoleable, therefore, that there have 
Scen inſtanecs, in the Chriſtian church, and perhaps ma- 
ny, wherein tha terms of that covenant of promiſe in 
which the Lord engageth to be a God to believers, and 
to their ſeed after them, have been ſo far complied with, 
tat parents have reaped the bleſſings of it, in the con- 
verſion of their children. This may have been the caſe, 
een though, neither the import, nor terms, of this cov- 
- enant have been very thourougbly underſtood and- com- 
prehended. 


Bur, where every idea of the exiſtence of any Tnch 


covenant is rejected; every bleſſing, every good, which 


tomes-to the child, muſt be confidered as altogether un- 
covenanted. It is, hence, maniſeſt that ſome deęree of 
knowledge and belief of the propotal and exiſtence of a 
covenant wherein the Lord promiſeth, on certain terms, 

to be a God to believers and their children; is neceſſary 


to ſath à compliance With the conditiens of it, as to au- 


thoxiſe the parent to expect its bleſſings to deſcend to his 
fest ing. 


Tur belief, and knowledge of the exiſtence of fo gra- 
cioby a propoſal, is gricaly firtal-ro animate the Chriftian 
parent to.zeal & conſtancy the prattice-of parental dutie 
as much ſo, as God's promiſe to Joſhua,” Grit he Would 
certainly be with bim, was fitted to animate %% courage 
and perſeverance. The believing, parent feels that the 
exillence of ſuch. a. covenant: puts the ſulvatron of his chi! 
"dren into his own hands, in a ſenſe, and to a degree, 
Which cannot be apprehended by parents who reject the 
idea of any tuch covenant being contained in the Bible. 


Tux greater degree of Cependance hich ſo impor - 
tant an event as the ſalvation of children, is {een to have 
upon the Taithtul p00 of parental duty; the moro 
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ſenfibtycwill! the obligarion' of thoſe duties be reclyak, 
Aud; the more ſenfibly obligation is felt, by. Chriſtians; | 

3 


e (eeteris paribus) will is be diſchargs 
. 


aon cheſs conſiderations it appears neceſſary. far 
Ebrifliati parents to believe in fuch « covenant, - and im 
brace it, in order to their being entitled to the being 
oflit for their children, | 
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2 Frags galt of Cliriſtiqy parents; ;the#e be authority I! 
for. it from the word of God, lays' a foundation for ſuch a f 
dedication of gluldren to God as cannot take place in ; 
thoſe who reject the idea of apy Scripture-warrant for 1 

| 


fuch a faith. The believer in ſuch a covenant of promiſe 
reſpecting, hisſeed; has Eonfiderations to awaken his. love, 
and animate his faith in bis dedication of tis children. to 1 
God, Which cannot be felt, and therefore gannot, have in- 1 
fivenceg in mie of a different deſcription. | 1 % 


Tub i importance. cthenofors; of the belief” of the ex- 
tence ob ſuch; a:covenant of promiſe as hath been urged, | 
appears from the influence it will naturally have upon | 1! 
Chriſtian; parents, both in the dedication they als 1 
their children to God, anditheir faithful practier of A 'Y" 
ſequent parental duties. This faith is, every way, fitted 
to impreſs their minds with a deep and increaſing-ſenſe of | 
the unſpeakable importance of pareatal duties; aud, to | 
animate their pra yers to God for needed aſſiſtance and N 
grace, to a wile and faithful diſcharge of them. A vie | 
of the evidence there is of the exiſtence of a coyenant- in 1 
which the Lord engageth, on certain conditions to be | 

erformed by the parent, not-enly-ta be his God, but the 14 
od of his children after him; furniſheth mot ives to-fidel- | 
ity and conſtancy in the practice of parental. duties, both | 
from the wonderful grace and goodneſs of God, on ono 1 

hand, and from the intereſt which parents have in their 

children on the other, which they who rejet the idea of | | 
the being of any ſuch covenant, . bave no ne to re- | 

alize and feel. + 
| 
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al manner of dealing with his children, to. ſuppoſe that 
where light is increaſed in their minds, and advances made 
in the knowledge of divine truth ; divine grace in their 
hearts is, in ſome degree, proportionably increaſed. So 
that, ſhould the light of divine truth ſhine with greater 
ſtrength, and the evidence of the exiſtence of ſuch a cov- 
enant as is here urged, become prevalent and clear in the 
minds of Chriſtians ; it would, preſently, lay a founda- 
tion for the Chriſtian church to put on a new face; and, 
a much greater concern and engagedneſs would be diſcov- 
erable in Chriſtian parents, to form their children to uſe- 
ſulneſs and ſervice in the kingdom of Chriſt. 


Trrst obſervations give us to ſee a reaſon why: the 
effects of ſo gracious a conſtitation have been, hitherto, 
ſo little viſible in the Chriſtian church; and, why ſo large 
a proportion of the children of belieyers have, yet, never 


appeared to chooſe the God of their pious parents, for 
their God. Nor, may it be expected that the happy 


fruits of ſa merciful a conſtitution and covenant, in the 
converſion of the children of believing parents, will ever 
appear to any great degree; until the covenant itſelf, in 
all this richneſs of its promiſes and grace, be more gener- 
ally underſtogd, believed, and imbraced, by Chriſtians. 


Hxxcx, alſo, it appears that there may exiſt a degree 
of real Chriſtianity in the hearts of parents, who never 
dedicate their children to Ged in ſuch a manner, nor in 
ſuch a degree bring them up in the nurture and admoni- 
tion of the Lord, as entitles them to inherit the bleſſings 
of the covenant in the ir largeſt extent. e s 


2. In order that Chriſtian parents may take hold of 
the promiſes of the new covenant, for their children, they 
muſt cordially give them up «unconditionally into the hand of 


God, to be forever diſpoſed of as ſhall be for his glory. 


As ſuch an unconditional reſignation of themſe/ver to 
the holy will and wiſe purpoſe of God, is neceſſary in pa- 
rents in order to a perſonal right to the bleſſings of the 
tovenant of grace; it would be but natural to ſuppoſe that 


an 


of 

an equally unreſerved and unconditional reſignation of 
their children, their /econd ſelves, ſhould be made, in or- 
der to their being entitled to the promiſes of the cove- 
nant for their children, that they may receive them again 
forever, Such a dedication of children to God, is no more 
than what is perfectly ſuitable, and infinitely reaſonable : 
As, no reſignation of them into the hand of God ſhort of 
this, will comport with the truth of things, and the fov. 
ereign right which the Deity hath over them, to diſpoſe 
of them in any way that ſhall be moſt for his own glory. 


Cuxisriax parents feel that they, themſelves, are 


ſinners ; that they merit ta be ſent to hell—and, that no- 


thing but the richeſt and moſt abundant 'grace can ever 
ſave them from it. They feel that they have been the 
wicked inſtruments of communicating, a ſinful exiſtence to 
their offspring; and, of bringing them into the world 
vnder the curſe. If God, therefore, viſiting their iniqui- 
ties upon their children, ſhould deſtroy them forever, 
they know that, neither they, nor their children would 
have the leaſt reaſon of complaint; The dedication, conſe- 
quently, which parents ought to make, of their children, 
te God, implies a recanciliation of beart to the divine 

vernment, ſhould they be made the monuments of his 
eternal diſpleaſure, And, of courſe, a willingneſs, on 
the whole, ſhould the Deity ſee fit fo to order, that they 
mould be the victims of divine juſtice, 


An example of ſuch a dedication of a child to God, 
we have in Abraham, the father of the faithful; in which 
he is a pattern to all believers. When he was called 'to 
ſacrifice his only ſon, Iſaac, whom he loved, and — 
him up for a burnt-offering, he immediately dz 
this, God made trial of the ſtrength of Abraham's — 
in that gracious promiſe wherein he engaged to be a God 
to him, and to his ſeed after him; and, that in Iſaac his 
ſeed ſhould be called. Here was evidence of what God 
ſaid was in Abraham, ſoon after he had circumciſed him- 
felf, and houſehold, in obedience to the divine command, 
know him that he will command his children, and his 

« houſehold 
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before, born to him a natural child. 
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4 houſehold: aſtet him, and they fall * the way of the 
« Lord. Here it appeared that Abrabani, through 
the power” of divine grace, was fitted to be the ſubject of 
a gracious promiſe; ſecuring bleflings, not only to himſelf, 
dut, to his ſeed after him. Such was the character, much 
the faith, of Abraham that he was a fit perſon to be the 
trſt on whom the ſeal of ſo . a' covenant * 
mile mould be ſct. 


Ir i is far from appearing to have — the only defign 
of God; in the 3 in junction upon Abraham to offer up his 
ſon fox a burnt- offering, to exhibit to the patriarch a type 
of the ſufferings of that ſeed of his Who was to be a ſacri- 
fice for the Gus. of his people. God's femptiug Abraham im- 
plies bis putting his faith to trial. Nor doth it appear 
that. his faith in the promiſe, as it related to Chriſt, was, 
in this inſtance, more really put to trial, than his faith in 
that gracious covenant of promiſe in general, of which 
circumciſion was the ſeal; The promiſes, indeed, refpect⸗ 
ed Chriſt, and Abrahlam's natural ſeed;” who were to be 
members ot the body of Chriſt. And, here was a trial of 


| the ſtrength of Abraham's faith, as it reſpected the dedi- 


cation which he was ready to make, of his children, to 
God. His faith was rong: And, in conſequence, after 
be had offered up his only begotten ſon, he, in a fign 

received him aguin from the dead. By the faith wich 
was here tried, he begame 2 /fpirital fab to him who was, 


ou 


Ws nete ſee what ede ee to n 
the gracious covehant of promiſe that the Lord would be 
2 God to bim, aud to his ſred after him, was firſt ſealed, 
made of himſe lf, and of his children, to God. Here, con- 
ſequently, Wo ſae thoſe parental duties exemplified, which 
are the condition upon Which the Lord promiſeth to be- 
levers to be a God to them, and ta their fred. And, the 


" fame ſubmiſſion to Gol and truſt in lum, t he ſame parent - 


al fidelity which, in bruhton, was fo acceptable to God; 
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-.acoptable to God; in all ther — have 
equally, a r. of bleſſings to their poſtevicy- 


'Gop's new covenant lays up, efſentially, the ol 
bleflipgs, for all his people. The ptomiſes of it relate to 
the polterity of the fanhtul, in every age, aud in every 
nation. And, the Lord is a God who keepeth covenant, 
and theweth mercy, from generation to generation; to all 
other believers, as much as to the father of the faithful. 
God obſerves the game faithfulueſs to his covenant and 
Promiſe, wWithallitrue believers; us be ditl with Abraham. 
And, he ſets. the ſame motives xeſpecing poſterity; before 
all other belleving. parents, to, give up their children to 
God, and bring them up for him, as were ſet heſore Abra- 
nam. And, if the duties requiced of Abrabam in the char 
acter of a paxcut, in order to inherit the blefimgs of the 
covenaut for his childreu, were intelligible and practica- 
ble; the duties required al believing parents, at the pre- 
ent day, in order to their xeaping a like grac ious re- 
ward, are, at tealt, equally ſo. Chriſtian parents, nber, 
bave all che chr and inſtruction -xeſpecting the nature, 
the extent, ang importance of parental duty, which we 3 
given fo Abraham. 1 he covenant-which ſubſiſts berwixt 
God and believers, is the fame; the duties it requires, 
; the ſame: And, theſe duties znueh more largely explain 
ech and particularly de ſet ibed and ꝓointed ont, than they 


were to Ahraham: And, in addition-to all this, they 
have the cumple of the father of the faichſul Before their 


eyes, as it is left upon record! in the {aered writings. 


Hroifer it Appears that Chriſtians, at the preſent day, 
"have rot the Teiltreafon to complain that * conditions 
upon which the covenant of grace contains hleſuings for 
their oifspritg, are not revealed with ſufficient preciſion 
and clearnels. = neceliry and deſirable I :ght 1 is given 
* pon the fi ect Aud, all, that an, ingenuous mind, diſ- 
15 led to imbfrace eine covenant in this extent of its gra- 
cious propoſils, and faithſully to perform the duties of it, 
"tan regſon Adly delire. And, when a fidelity in the dedi- 
Cat ion of children to God, and in the practice of parental 
Tatics agreeably to the Kb ctions of the word of Cod, is 
obſcrved, 
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. #bſerved, equal to ch a perſonal dedication of ourſelves 


to God in covenant, and practice of Chriſtian duties, as 
will afford certain evidence of our own titte to promiſed 
mercy : When, I fay, ſuch a dedication, &c. as this is 
made by Chriſtian parents, of their children to God, they 


may then have equal evidence of their compliance with the 
. propoſals of the covenant as it relates ts their children, as 


they can as it reſpects themſelves. 
Wren Chriſtians can know whit thoſe duties are 
which are neceſſarily involved in that dedication of them - 


ſelves, and of their children, to God, in coveriant, which 
lays the proper foundation for infant - baptiſin; and, when 


they can comprehend what is implied in the direction to 
parents, to bring up their children in the nurture and ad- 
monition of the Lord ; then they may know and under- 


Rand what the conditions are, upon which God, in his 


new and-gracious covenant, ptomifeth to be a God to them 
and to their children after them. 

Fox a concluſion of the ſection, it may be a e 
That no other conſtruction of the covenant of . 
gives ſuch ſcope to our ideas of the abundant, largeneſs of 
its bleſſings, and the unſpeakable richneſs of its grace ;— 
an extent of bleſſings, and a richneſs of grace, anſwer- 
able to the preciouſneis of that blood with which God's 
New Teſtament and /aft Mili to his church is ſprinkted :— 
No other, is equally fitted to raiſe the affetions, awaken 
the love and gratitude of parents, & animate to conſtancy 
and faithfulneſs in the practice of parental duty, both in 
the dedication and painful inſtruction of their children. — 
While, on the other hand, the ſuppoſition that infant- 


eircumciſion heretofore, add infant-baptiſm now, are ng 


more than marks of mere parental dedication, ſecuring, 


on no conditions whatever, any the leaſt bleſſing for the 


child, greatly contracts the ideas of the richneſs and ex- 
tent of the bleſfings of the covenant of grace; leaves 
Chriſtian parents deſtitute of ſome of the moſt powerful 
and engaging motives to fidelity in the practice of parent- 
al duty; and exceedingly Iooſens their minds from that 
ſenſe of obligation, which the covenant, by ſuſpending 
the ſalvation of their children ſo greatly on them, when 
properly underſtood, can hardly fail of ſenſibly impreſſing 
upon Them. SECTION 
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e rg t, re: Fong which baptized info Randi to the Clue bt 
, the duty of the Church towiards them. 


A the Church of God, and the promiſes ly td: L 
it, under the few:/þ and under the Chriſtian dic. 
penfarions, are eflentially the fame ; the relation Which 
the children of believers ſtand in to the church under the . 
lattor, may juſtly be infered from that which they bore to 
it under the former, Under the former diſpeuſation, clul - 
dreh who were circumciſed agrecably to divine inſtitution - 
ſtood i in a different relation to the church from ſuch as 
were uncircumciſed : The uncirewnciſed inan- child Was 
to be cut off from his people, 2s a breaker of God's eove- 
nant. Under the latter, the children of belieying parents 
are holy ; ; but, of unbelievers, wclean, Circumciſion, 
under tlie former diſpenſation, and baptiſm under the 
Chriſtian, are the l. uown inſtituted, eſtabliſhed ſeals of 
God's gracious covenant of promife with his people—that 
doyenant of grace under which alone a true church is form- 
ed, And, circuſhcifon heretofore was the only initiating 
ical into the church of God, as baptiſm now is, to the 
Chriſtian church; When theſe conſiderations are taken” | 
into yiew, together with the meaning and! import of, botli 
cireumciſion, and baptiſm, as we find them explained, 
particularly by the writers of the New, Teſtament ; it 
Would be hard to pe accounted for that the. ſeal of that | 
new covenant of God by which his family is diſtinguiſhed, . ct N 
ould, when applied agreeably to divine appointment, ö 
import no different relation of its ſubject to the viſible 
church of God, from that of others. On the hypothEtis 
that circumciſed children heretofore, ad ſuch as are bap- 
tiſed now, ſtand in no _nearer relation to the church than, | 
others ; it appears to have been without ſufficient author J 1 
ity -that divines, in every age, have conſidered 'circumci- ' 
fioft and baptifiu 2s initiating ſeals into the viſible church. 
Circumciſion, under the former diſpenſation, could, on- | 
this principle, be initiating, only When adininiftred; to 1 
adults ; All others, of whom the Jewiſh church was com- 
0 poſed, 
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poſed, muſt have been initiated into it by ſome other viſi- 
ble rite, ceremony, or qualification. If infant - baptiſm, 
when applied agreeably to the rules of the word of God, 
neither forms, nor imports, any different relation to the 
enurch of Chriſt, from that which Is ſuſtained by the un- 
baptiſed children of unbelieving parents; it is manifeſt 


that ſuch never @re initiated into the viſible Church of 


Chriſt by baptiſin, unleſs it be by being re- baptiſe lf 
| Gail's:graciaus chyenant of promiſe; h 18 the church's 
charter, no more comprehends children Who are dedica- 
cated to him in baptiſm agreeably to divine inftitution 


chan. it doth. others ; infant. buptiſin, of courſe; brings ſuch 


children into no new relation to the covenant aud Aiarelt. | 


of; Cod. Conſequently, whenever ſuch” children ar in- 


troduced into tlie covenant and church, it muſt be, eithcr 
by ſome new rite, or ſeal; or, by none at all.— That” 
wich hath no efſie ey at firft, When applied agreeably 
to divine appointment, to conſtitute auy relation to the 
covenant-of promiſe; car have none afterwards. © 


Tutreg conſiderations naturally lead us to ſuppoſe 
nat the conſlitut ion of the Chriſtian chureh is ſuch; and 
ſuch the nature and extent of God's gracious covenant of 
promiſe With believers; that the faith ef parents, and“ 


- their dedicat ion of theit offspring to God, id baptiſm, 


doch, in fact, conſtitute a new and different relation of 


the jubject to the church aud family of Chriſt, from that* 


in Wich he weuld otherwiſe have ſtood. 


War that. relatioa of infants to the Anm Criſt! 
is, which is formed by the; falth and duty of their parents, 


is a jubjec which requires careful examination. 


Arerxcr ma tles elation we obſerve, 


1. Tur it'is not; im every reſpect, the ſame as that 
of their parents. Many have been fond of conſidoring the. 


Auſara· ſcod of believers us confſoderuted with their Parents 
zn ſxch u ſenſe as te be; themſelves, poſſeſſed of rights and: . 
Nies equally with their parents, notwithſtanding any de- 
fert — moral character. But, for this there 


8 * appears 
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appears no ſufficient authority. The poſterity ofthe 5-1 
Faure nia were not iu this ſenſe confederated with thou, 1 
virtue of the covenant originally eſtabliſhed with our fr 
parents, comprehending their poſterity; had they perfiſt. 
ed in obedience, their poſterity would have had no right 
40 the rewards of obedience, otherwiſe than as being, 
themſelves, perfectly holy and obedient. The nature of 
the covenant with the firſt pair was ſuch as, upon their per- 
ect perſevering obedience through the term of their tri- 
al, the future ſinleſs obedience of their poſterity was aſcer- 
Rained & ſecuted ; &, thro' this channel, & this only, were 
the rewards of obedience made certain to them. The per- 
ſect perſevering obedience of our ſrſt patents, though it 
would eventually have ſechrad the everlaſting rewards of 
obedience to their whole poſterity ; yet never was do- 
Hgned to have this effect without any conſideration: of the 
moral character of the offspring. Conſequently, it mu? 
(have been, not the obedience of the parents, but the ſpate 
dels purity of the offspring, which would have entitied the 
poſtexity to the rewards of obedience. There was 90 
divine conſtitution before the fall; nor, hath there been 
any fince; by virtue of which any one of the human race 
is authoriſed to plead the promiſes and revrards of a covr · 
nant, any otherwiſe than upon his own perianal gompli ; 
ance with the terms and propoſals of ix. 


2. by hence nppears that nothing which is found in 1 
Brbeving parent, or which is done % him, brings the infant 
#pring into ſuch a relation tg the covenant, 2nd to the 
church, as inveſts che chi/d with any right, or title, to any 
of the privileges of the church, or the bleſſings of che 
govenant of grace, The covenant - tranſaction, when bap- 
iſm is adminiſtred to infauts, is wholly betwixt Cod and 
#She parent; the infant is wholly paſſive, The parent, 
upon his compliance with the terms of the covenant, may, 
of grace, have a right to the bleflings which it promileth, 
As all the promiſes of the covenant, as it reſpeRs the in · 
fant · ſeed of believers,” are made to the parer?, he alone can 
have any right, ar authority, to plead them, Inſants 
may de the ſubjects of bleſſings which are contained in pro- 
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miſes made nh to their parents : But, never can have a right 
to promiſes made, not to themſelves,” but to their par- 


. ents, No one can have a perſonal right to promiſes which 
are made to others promiſes made, too, upon condi- 


ons to be performed, not by himſelf, by by others, 


_ Wuerx, in anſwer to the faith and prayers of parents, 
- God is mer:ifully pleaſed to beſtow converting grace upon 


the child, it then becomes poſſeſſed of the Tame right to 


the promiſes and bleſſings of the covenant of grace that 
his parents had before him. But, until then, the child- 


ren of believers are poſſeſſed of no other rights than thoſe 
"i unbelieyers., 5 ; 


* fa 41 1 : 


Ir hence appears that infant-baptiſm never . anthori- 


ſeth any one, when arrived to adult age, to plead ſellow- 


- ſhip with the Chriſtian church in goſpel ordinences and 


- Inſtiturions. Offering vp children in baptiſm, and par- 


taking of the Lord's ſupper, are the exerciſe of perſonal 
rights. Conſequently, our having been the ſubjects of 
- baptiſm in infancy, in which we were perfectly paſſive, 


and in which no promiſes were ſealed to , gives us no 


right to baptiſm tor our infant ſeed ; or, to participate in 
the ſacramental ſupper. The right of parents to af- 
fer their children to God, in baptiſm, and to have the 
- ſeal of the covenant of promiſe ſet upon them, ariſeth 
wholl vfrom th-/r faith, and acceptance of the covenant. 

The right, alſo, which any one hath to participate in 
the ſacramental ſupper, ariſeth fram his union to Chriſt 

by faith. It is, hence, manifeſt that our having been, 
ourſelves, the ſubjects od bapt im in infaney, gives us not 


tue leaſt right to baptiſm for o , offspring. Nor, doth 


this give us any more right y ken we come to adult age, to 
be conſidered, received and treated as Chriſtians, and, as 


' bein ourſelves in covenant with God; than if we never 
had been baptiſeg. 


Ir hence appears, further, that a C brictan church 
can never be continued and perpetuated merely by infant- 
baptiſm. The church of God, exiſting according to di- 


vine appointment r the former diſpenſation, was not 
X: -., continued 


„ —— . ———— — 


„Lene 
continued from age to age, merely by infant-cireumafion. 
- If infant - circumciſion alone conſtituted a regular church 
of God, under the former diſpenſation ; the Jewiſh church 
was a regular church of God, conſtituted according to di- 
vine appointment, when it was finally broken off and re- 
zected. And, if infant · baptiſm conſtitutes a regular mem- 
ber of the church of Chriſt, no other © qualification being 
requiſue in order to admiſſion to goſpel ordinances ; it is 
; * eaſy to ſee that it may be, that the moſt abandoned and 
profligate part of mankind may conſtitute a regular Chriſ- 
tian church. If even external morality, together with 
ſome competent acquaintance with the doctrines of the 
goſpel, are admitted to be neceſſary qualifications in thaſe 
_ who receiyed baptiſm in infancy, for their participating, 
in common with others, the privileges of fellowſhip in 
goſpel ordinances; it will, from thence, follow that it 
was not baptiſin in infancy that gave this right. And, if 
. ivfant-baptiſm gives not this right, and is not, itſelf, a 
qualification which authoriſeth a claun to it; then wheth- 
er external morality, or ſaving grace, glve the right, 
muſt be determined wholly by ether conſiderations. 


| Tust things notwithſtanding, the children of be- | ö 
Heving parents may, by baptiſm, be introduced into a ve- 


ry different relation tq the Chriſtian church, from that of 
others. FEY 


Ir is not mere any perſonal qualiſications in men, 
that conſtitute a true and regular Chriſtian church. Over | 
and above any qualification on the part of men, it is ne- . 
ceflary, in order to the exiſtence of a Chriſtian church, 
- that there be a covenant of promiſe, on God's part, ſe- f 
curing the bleſſing of his favour, protection, and grace. 4 
God's gracious covenant of promiſe i; the primary and = 
principal conſtituent part ia the formation of a Chriſtian 1 
church: As the foundation for à church is originally laid _ 

by the Deity, himſelf ; and, by the propoſal of his gra- 

cious covenant, 


Ir is eaſy to ſee that this covenant of promiſe may ex- 
rend to, or rather, comprehend ſuch as are not now per- 
| lonally 
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Jonally paſſeſſed of thoſe qualifications which are neceſſary 
on their part, in arder to a perſonal right to the bleſſings 
af the covenant. Thus, the promiſe of the FATHER to 
Sis SON, Chriſt Jeſus, of a feed, from am ng men, to be 
zo the lord fora name, and for a praiſe. For thoſe thus 
iven to Chriſt, he in an eſpecial manner laid down his 
liſe : far them he intergedes, that the bleſſings of the new 
covenant. may de exrengled to them. All theſe he tiles bs 
ſheeg. Iherefore he ſalth to the Jews, “And other ſheep 
% have, which are not of this fold: them alls. I muſt 
* Irug,- H Hall hear my voice.. 


"THERE is nathing abſurd in 8 dat God 
Would graciouſly.promiſe to believers that, upon their 
Aedicating their children to him, and bringing them up in 
abe nurtare and admonition of the Lord, he will be Hur 
God. Whether ſuſſicient evidence hath been produced, 


ia the preceding parts of this inquiry, that God actually 


made this gracious.cavenant of promiſe with Abrahams, the 
ſather of the faithful, concerning his children, is 1 to 
the candid reader to judge. 


Ir being admitted that a covenant of promiſe, oy this 
nature and extent, is propoſed ; upon the believing, pare 
eut's compliance with it, evidence in fact exiſts of the re. 
covery and ſalvation of the child. As far as this evidence 
is viſible to men, fo far they are aurhoriſed to conſider 
&be child as one of Chrilt's ſheep, a lamb of the Bock ; jul 

ns Chriſt, himtelf, conſiders all his elect, as his ſheep, 
whom he will cauſe to hear his voice. 


Warren a pieus parent appears, in the view of the 


mant 2nd, ja the exereſſe of faith in it, to dedicate his 
Child to God: the church has proportionable reaſon to 


conſider his child as one of the flock of Chriſt, redeemed | 
dy his blood one af that. happy family which is to dwell 


forever with the Lord. Therefore it is that COD'S mark, 
or ſeal, which was originally . deſigned ta diſtiagntſh his 
choſen family from others, is ta he ſet upon it. On this 


x ground, 
or, to. 16. 


Chriſtian church underſtandingly to imbrace this cove» 
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LASERS: 
wemay ſuppoſe, it is that the children of belie- 
. ing Prumes are Riled bob. * while, others e, 


Tur gion is now at ſo low an ebb,, the truth ſo 
Berle underſtood, and the power of it ſo little felt; that 
the happy fruits of it, in the diſtinction it forms betwist 
proleftors and others; are bur tele vinble. 80 long as. 
this unhappy Rate of things hall remain, it may; not be-. 
expected that, it general, any very great dillinction will“ 
be diſcervible in children who are baptiſed, from many 

- who are not. That, ſhould it be a bipriſed'chi]- 
dren are to be viewed, and treated by Chriſtian churches; - 
it may be difficult to make a ſatidfatony: reply. "FN 
which is crooked, cannot be made ſtrait. | 


| 

War frults of parental dedicat ion and —— | 
ef the byporbeſis here adopted, may be expected te ap. || 
pear in children, when the light of divine, truth ſhall: | ; 
ſulve in its ſtrength, and the religion of the Lord Jefus- ; | 
: a 

' 

| 

4 


ſhall appear in its glory, as it will in the latter day; it 
may be leſs ditficult to determine, "The by potheſis, how- 
ever, doth not neceflarily require that it ſhould be ſuppos 
ſed, even then, that the regenerat ion of the infant: ſdould 


be innert ſateꝶ connected with the RENE oft 
in baptiſm, 


Tax edvertant of which infant · baptiſim is el, je 16 

to be remembered, is a concrrant of pres 1 The bleflingg , . 

contained in the promiſe, are ſuſpended on the faith and 

duty of the patent. And, however certain it may be, 

from the tenqut and grace of rhe covenant itſelf, hat the 4 

parent, Who cordiall, inibraceta it, thall - perſevere ic | 
dis faichfulnefs ; there is not a neceſſity of ſappoſing tat 

eenverting grace ſhall pnmediately be beſthwed on the 

chlid. l he wifdom of God may ſee fir, enen. with 

the nature of the promiſe, to ſabject the faith of the pare | 

ent. to trial in this veſpect: ans, he may be called to | 

wait long, perhaps, to ſee the happy fruits of his * 

and prayers, in- che cnverſion of his ehre. | 


Lox, when axge religion ſhall have chat * | 
rg | 
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tit: 
ing later upon hi hearts and lives of men, witch it 
ought to have, and which it may be expected it will have 
before God has done with the world; —when the time 
Mall come that all, from the 197 even unto the leaſt, 
mall know the Lord + It may be expected, the fruits, of 
divine grace will be wanifel, 3 in ver early life, in the 
children of the faithful; and, out 0 the mouths of babes 
and ſucklings, in the emphatic lan agel ſcripture, God | 


wail rn praiſe. r . 


War the auty of Chriſtian churches is, towards. 
baptiſed children, is a matter of great and ſerious im- 
portance to be well underſtood: Some inſtruction with 
reſpect to this, it may rea ſomably be fuppoſed, may be 
had from the order of the Jewiſh church, and the diſci- 
pline enjoined: on it. As the Jewiſh and Chriſtian church 
are, really one, and the {awe ; we may, in many caſes, ; 
reaſon from the duties and Sa Na the - former, to 
thoſe of tlie latter. 3 . N af 8 


TuE duties of Chriſtan — towards their - bild.- 
ren, whom they have dedicated to God, in buptiſim, we 
have already ſeen ; and, they are largely and abundant- 
ly deſcribed in the word of God: (Chriſtian parents, con- 
federated into a church · flate, are bound te aſſiſt each other, 
and w atch, over each other, with reſpect to every Chriſ- 
tian duty. By their union to one another, they have a 
common intereſt in each other's children. And, by their 
union to Chriſt, the glorious head of the body, the ſeveral 
members of the church are under ſtrong obligations mutu- 
ally to afliſt each other in this reſpect, as well as in re- 
gard of all other Chriſlian duties. Hence ariſeth a com- 4 
mon intereli, in Chriſtian chorches, in the children which | 
they have ſeverally dedicated to God, in baptiſm ; and, a 
common duty which they owe to them. 


In the Jewiſh church there was a public dere! in⸗ 
ſtituted with reſpect to children. It was a law, in Iſrael, 
« If a man have a rebellious ſon, which will not obey © 
ic the voice of his father, or the voice of his mother, and, 
« that when they have chaſtened him, will not hearken 


© unto 


— — — — — 
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it unte ia; Then mall his father and nis mother lay 


% bold on him, and bring him out unto the elders, of his 
„ city, and unto the gate of his place: And they ſhall 


10 fay unto the elders of his city, This our ſen is ſtubs 


« Yorn and rebellious, be will not obe our voice ; ; he 
* "js a glutton and a drunkard, And the men, of his 
* ejty Mall ſtone him with ſtones, that he die: So ſhalt 
« thou pur away evil from among you, and all Ifrael ſhalt 
<<. hear, and fear“. Under the Chriſtian diſpenſation 
Tack a mode of diſcipline as this is not required. Still, we 
ma) learn from this, that there is a duty incumbept ou. 
Chriſtian churches, relative to children which have been 
dedicated to God, id Fecetved thi ſeal of God's Covenant. 


Tut was another law eſtabliſhed, when tircum- 


ciſion was firſt iriſtituted, which may afford us further 
light upbn the ſubzect: It was this ; . And the uncircum- 


«© ciſed mari-child whoſe fleſh of his foreſkin i is not rhe 
„ cifed*: that foul ſhall be cut off from bis people : 

< hath broken my. covenant.”, T his may regſonably by 
ſuppoſed'to imply, not only that the wncircimeiſed child 
ſhould not be admitted into the Jewiſh church, the con- 
gregation of the Lord; but, chat the ee child, it, 
when it grew tb Asdartty, it did not obſerve and keep 
the law, mould be cut off from his people, and ſeperated 
from the cotgtegation. For, It is not to be believed that 
the external mark of circmuacigon was the ſimple condi- 
tion apo which the ſtanding of any one was to be pre- 
ſerved in the Jewiſh church. 


' AceorDINGLY, the Apoſtle ſays, « If * be a break- 
e et of the law, thy circumciſion is made uncircumciſion,” 
Therefore, he who did not ebferve the law of circumci- 
fion, and do the duties annexed to it, was to be treated, 


by the Jewiſh church, as maſts And, conſequently, _ 


to be caſt out of the church. This was, undoubtedly, re- 
quired of the Jewiſh church, by the laws of their conſti- 
tution ; as evidently appears from the law which prohibit- 
ed any unclean perſon to eat of the holy things, on pain of 
bf being, cut off from his yougge- * 


* 


„ Deut. 21. 18—21- te Levit. 7. 21. & 24. 6. 
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Aren Wd not eat of the paſl:6ver befgre they were twelve 


4 


euurch, b all who were circumciſed ; ſo, there 


anding in the charch. 


Tnar 


e | 

1 8 Jallrogion which every Chriſtian parent cara 
ves up his child in baptiſan, , 0ught to feel bimſelf un 

ed, Re cqyenant-ongagements to give him, will tend 
gteatly. to convince. the child of the propriety of that diſ. 
cipHne wich is to be exerciſed upon it. When it cotnet 
to unde rand the culiarly,, advantageous circuniſtances 
under Which God — $ gracionſly brought, i it into beings 
wheh' it reflects upon the yaſt pains-its parents-likve taken 
With ke, the examples which have been. cootinaz Ry before 


- it tes; to her wih the numberleſs fervent prayer 


And erles which have been put upſto Gd for Mt; it cannot 
other wile than feel that diſabedience to Chriſt, under 
tflo circumſtances, is attended with aggravations which 
merit, not only. the! greater diſpleaſure of God; but, Iſv, 

rent tr atmen; from, Chriſtians, ſrom that which 
may be ſuitable to be Wven to another. And, when: the 
chile peholde the whole chürch uniting their prayers ard 
1 Jabours with thoſe of its parents, to perjoads and engage 


it tö ſerve 'Chrilt ; ould ; it continne obſtinate in difobe - 


dlense, I Þas  (ulficient and abu ndant ad vatitage to ſee the 
propriety” of i its being treated, by the whole church; after 
ptoper' labburs and. waiting, as a publican and: a finer 
Att; as the Chriſtian dite iin i is inſtituted ſor the de- 
Aruction of the fleſtr, that the ſpirit night be fav ed } in the 
day of the Lord Jeſus”; this'treatinevt of the child bapti- 
{ed in infancy, it might b be "hoped, W ald! ve bleed to 8 
for its nal recovery. 


Bur, Gould parents be ns Ao YR 

Ks laws of Chriſt require of the church; e of 
tiaptifed children h grow up, aud cont inne, in diſtbes 
Hence to the golpel ; and; that they, therdfelves; are to 
begin, and.unitewith the church in it; unleſs they were 
Sflefled' of a principle above that of mere nature; or the 
Langes mere pare tal aſſectien ; they -wonld: almoſt as 
bon unite to bripgt their children to tlie ſtakt as to t he 
for t: And, the practice of infant · baptiſim would be fourid 
to require, io the parents, that rea/ ſcdeniaſ whiti is pe- 
iiltar to the true friends and followers of Chrriſt the 
ase ie ſelfdenial which ſhone with ſuch lore in the father 
o the faithful, when he went to offer up his oaly lon, 


Iſaac, a burnt-offering to the Lord. 8 Buy, 
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Bur, the ſentiments advanced in the Preceding pages, 
reſpect ing the ground and import of infant · pa ptiſu, have 
here, alſo, as in other reſpects, to combat popular opin- 
jon, and the ſtrong natural biaſſes and pre judices of the 
human heart. It js much more congenial to the languid 
feelings. of proſeſſog Chriſtians in general reſpecting the 


| diſcipline of Chriſt's houſe, and to the natural aſſeticn; of 
parents, to believe that the churth is required to exerciſe 


no diſcipline whatever upon children who have quly been 
dedicated to God i in baptiſm. Churches „in general , how- 
ever, bave not yet attained to the belief that they aro 


not bound, by the laws of the Chriſtian inſtitution, to ex 
ereiſe a peculiar watch, and a diſcipline of ſome kind, or 


other, over the. youth who, in infancy, have been giv 
up in baptiſm. This, accordingly, is a ſubject which 
uiry of Chriſ- 


- 


the * gordian 


l " 4 ” 


tians, in various parts, and ages. —Coul 


Eknot once bę cut; and churches be brought to beljeye that 
no diſcipline whatever was required, at their hands, oyer 


their children who haye been baptiſed ; it would relieyg 
from thoſe anxious inquiries with which they have ſo of- 
ten been diſtorbed ; and, leave the path of duty, to Chris- 
tian churches, in many reſpects, leſs thorny and difficult, 


Ther there are ſtrong natural prejudices, hoth is pa- 


| 8 and in churches, (which commonly are made up 
E of ſuch as are parents) againſt ſuch diſcipline 


children dedicated to God in baptiſm, as hath now 
been urged ; no one, jt may be preſumed, will deny.— 


All the perplexities, ariſing from theſe prejudicies upon 


en apprehenſion that the Head of the church requires, 


- both parents; and churches, to exerciſe ſo tri a diſci- 


pline- over children who have been given up to God in 


| baptiſm, and to carry it to ſuch an extent; will, at once, 
find relief in the pi that infant-baptifin 3 is nothin g more 
than a mark of the parent's keeping covenant with God 


and that he dedicates, not only his ſubſtance, but alſo his 
children to the Lord. Should it be urged that this opinion, 
leaves-churches under obligation to exerciſe diſcipline up- 
on parents for their neglects of duty towards their child- 


den ; It, as the * naturallj tends to diminiſh the 


_ fepſk 
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\ fenſe of pareptal obligation, and liberates from ſuma df 
the moſt Telfdenving duties to which, on the other hypoth-: 
eſis they are eyidently called - it will neceſſarily influence 
churches .o hold the reing of diſcipline over parents, with 
: ſlacker hand; and, children will thereby be deprived ef 
ſome of the beſt inſtituted means of their recoyery and ſal. 
vation. n LIE 893 

SBorrosixg infant · haptiſn to be by divine appoints 
ment, the ſeal of a covenant of promiſe. with the parent, 
ſecuriag, upon his faſthful diſcharge of the duties it re- 

quires, the eternal ſalvation of his child ; ſhould parents 
fecl all that obligation which the principle is fitted to in- 

ſpire ;, we could not halp expecting a greater degroe of 

engagedneſs in the performance of parental duties, than 

can be inſpired by any principles whateyer which leaye 
the fate of children to be in a leſs degree ſuſpended. upon 
the duty aud faithfulneſs of the parent. And, ſhould we | 
find a church compoſed of members poſſeſſed of a convicr | 
| 


tion of this truth, and animgted by the fpirit which, this 
conviction is fitted to awaken ; our proſpects of the uni; 
ted zeal and faithfulneſs of both parents and churches, N 
could not Fail of being increaſed: And, our hopes and 
expectat ĩons that the bleſſing of heaven * ld attend 
their vated prayers and exertions ſor e formation 
and converſion of the riſing generation, hardly fail | 
of receiving a new ſpring, and gathering greater itrength. | 


Ir is ackgowledged, after all, that it is on God's 
own inſtitutions that we are to expect his bleſſing not, 
on the inventions and ordinances of men. f 


Ie infant-baptiſm, in its original inſtitation, waz | 
meant to be nothing more than a ſign of were parental 
dedication ; it js undouttedly ſafeſt, both for parents, 
ahd-churches, to farm their expectations and their con- 1 
duct upon the ground and glan which the principle will | | 
ſupport and ſuggeſt. But, whether this 52 the principle up- 1 
on which alone infant-circumdfion, and infant- baptiſm. 
were originally inltituted, mutt be left to the candid and 
impartial reader to judge. 


Ir is to be expected that people will judge wen 


— — — — 


A 
of the influence which the conſtruction] vat upon 'the cove» 
mant; in the precedin inquiry, "wilt 55 upon the evie, 
nee 'of the doctrine o infant · Apriſm: None“ it is be- 
Heved, however, will find reaſon to ſuppoſe that the evi- 
; gence” of this important doctrine is weakened by ſo Uderal 
a lconſtruetion of che promiſe to the father of the Falthful, 


Hap infinjte wiſdom ſeen it beſt, there might. — 
deen u Fepetition of the tal upon every renèwal of cove: 
nant made by the people of God. Yet, for” this we de 
not find the anthorlty of diy ine jnfttcation. The "People 
of Tſrael many times, in a "public and e explicit 1 manner, re- 

well cbyctant with God: and, the covenant FN 

Vrenewed was tlie Tame ab that whi ch. Was Tealed, t 
Abraham; with cittumſion; But; as the Deity 144 
fever broken this cobenant on his part, the. ſeal. being 
his; At Was never required to be repeated” or renewed, 
Fi iffumcifion been man's Teal, not God's „ there might 
have been ſome a ppearance of® propr iet r in its being re- 
need up dh N rens wal of covenant, after. the . As 
palit had bren broken. pe hr (PE ENG 


Bur, the opinion that infout-bapeſlini only aſeal of 
Parental | Ns im plies it to be an ſeal, not God's. 
it be God, the promiſe to the parent: that the Lord 
will be his tis promiſe, it is ſuppoſed, bad been 
before ſealed to the parent in his on baptiſm, And, as 
this covenant of promiſe had never been brohen, and nev- 
er will be, by Him whoſe ſeal it bears; ; ve, could ſee, 
neither wiſdom, nor propriety i in its bein 12 renewed. ,.. 4 


Over antipedobaptiſt brethren generally, i not: uni- 
verfally, agree with vs, reſpecking the obligation there 
s on all parents to dedicate and pjve up, not only all their 

roperty and ſubſkante, but alſo their children ta God, to 
be _ and diſpoſed of, by him, as ſhall be moſt for his 
own gl ory. Many of them ſappoſe there wontd be a pro- 
priety in bringing their infayt- offspring! befare the church 
and dedicating them, by yows publicly made, to the 
Lord. But, if infant - ba ptiſoi be a ſeal, an God's part, 
only of the promiſe to the parent that the < þ will be his 
. they will naturally reply chat this 77. at they have, 
before, 


of M84] 
hefaxe a rgceiyed 3 and aſl; 5 occaſion js there ger le 


being rede wed! ? If it be not God' s ſeal .of A promiſe of 
bl ellings on the chi, Where can be the propriety « of ſert 


v7 af which 38 arknowled gedt to be the ſeal of God's. covenzüt 


* 


bf rode. upon one Who 1 18 not comprehended an ita 
heſe are obje&ions, which, it may be Hppoſed, ill. na- 
zurally ariſe in the minds of thole who re ject „ 8 


on jutant-bapridmy frem that copftruttion ef it which ſup- 
Eeles that pothing more, is implied in it than puren ta de- 
4487/44. . hether theſe ghjections, would be of auy real 
eight ;. or, in any meaſure, weaken che evidence of the 
ruth, of this important dockrine ids not here deternln. 
ad; but, 18. left to the indgwent of others. T7 
Suu datisfataryetidence, on the other hand „ap- 
pear, that infant · haptiſm, in its original inſtitution, * 
delguον tober ſeak ob the Lord's promiſe to the believ- 
ing ret that le. would he a Sd to his ch, it is preſu- 
9 that a divine authority aſor the practice of it would, 
no longer, be the ſubject, of debate. The propriety and 
naportance of infant: baptiim would, then, be. viſible: And, 
it would be eftcemed an incitimable privilege, and, a rich 
part of thoſe bleſſings which are contained in that COV 
enant which took its riſe from the unbqgunded love, and 
Wercy, and grace of God. 

Bur, rhether this ben indeed the import of that gra- 
cioug evvenShrnfpromile Which God, renewed and eltab- 
liched with Abraham, When circumciſion was firſt inſtituted, 
teens chiefly, if rot wholly, to depend on the ſenſe, which 
the term ſeed, in the promiſe, is to bear. If the promiſe 
implied nothing more than that the Lord would be a Cod 
to all who hu believe, in every age and nation; and, that 
all ſuch ſhould be reckoned to Abraham as his feed ; it 
will, then, be manifeſt thiat infantycircumciſion was a ſeal 
of no promiſe of bleſhngs on the child. And, if this be 
the light ! in which the ſcriptures truly lead us to conſider 


"the ſubjcct, it will be natural to ſuppoſe that infant -bep- 


tim is nothing more than a mark of parental dedication. 
But if, on the other hand, there be evidence, from the ho- 


ly Scriptures, that the propylſe to Abraham which was 
ſealed with circumciſion, 0 particular manner marked 
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© a6d diltinguiſhed his natural ſeed, as the ſubjets of the 
bleſſings contained in it, ; it will, probably, be granted, 
"on all hands, that the circumciſion of infants was a ſeal of 
the promiſe as it reſpected the child. And, if this be ad- 
mitted, the concluſions which have been ſuppoſed to ariſe 
trem it, it is apprehended, will not be denied. 


Wusrurs ſufficient evidence of this, has been produ- 
ved in the preceding parts of this inquiry ; and, the con- 
ſtruction which hath been put upon the term ſeed in the 
promiſe, isclearly and ſatisfactorily fupported ; is new 

refered to the candid judgment of the impartial public. If 
what is here offered to public view, be not agreeable to 
the oracles of God, it is to be boped that the mind of no 
one may be perverted by it. Bur, if this inquiry contain 
a juſt repreſentation of God's new and gracious covenant: 
and, of the extent of its promiſes ; it is devoutly to be 
wiſhed that the bleſſing of heaven may accompany it. 

4; AMEN. 
7 y . u—_—_—— 
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n ERRATA. _ 3 
Page 23, line 8 from the top, for theirs read helrs.— 


1 Page 34, line 8 from the top, for theſe read this. 


Page 66, line 12 from the top, for Then read Thus, 
Hage 83, line 8 fromthe top, for this read their. 
Page 93, line 14 from the top, between teach and thy 
tie word them ſhould have been inſerted. _ 
A few typographical errors, and errers in pointing, 
the reader is deſired to excuſe. | 
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